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CURRENT TOPICS. 


In anoTHER cotumy there will be found a notice issued by the 
| Incorporated Law Society containing a list of the subjects to be 
' taken up in the year 1888 for the final examination of articled 
| clerks before admission. The effect of this notice is to produce 
' some, but not very material change. According to the existing 
arrangements three of the six subjects given are essential to be 
| taken up to give a pass—they embrace real property, common 

law, and equity. Under the new arrangement the examination is 
| divided into the four several heads enumerated in the notice, and 
» it is, no doubt, intended that candidates should offer themselves 
for examination in all the prescribed heads, and their answers, 
| generally, will, of course, be considered in determining whether 
they are entitled to pass. This will plainly give an advantage to 
_ those candidates who have had special acquaintance with some of 
| the subjects mentioned in those heads of examination which, under 
| the old system, were not essential, and were not, therefore, in the 
majority of cases, of any assistance to them. 





Mr. Macwacuren, Q.C., has been made a Lord of Appeal in 
| Ordinary, and we believe the general impression will be that, 
| failing the eminent judge to whom, if rumour is correct, the 
| appointment was first offered, few better selections could have 
| been made. The qualification for the office is fixed by section 6 
j of the Appellate Jurisdiction Act, 1876 (39 & 40 Vict. c. 59), by 
| which it is enacted that a person shall not be appointed unless he 

has been the holder for not less than two years [this period was 
evidently inserted to prevent a repetition of the Conirer scandal] 
| of some high judicial office, or has been for fifteen years a prac- 
| tising barrister. The term of fifteen years is the same as that 
fixed for the extinguished offices of Vice-Chancellor by 53 Geo. 3, 
'¢. 24, and 5 Vict. c. 5, s. 19, and of Lord Justice of Appeal by 
| 14 & 15 Vict. c. 83, and exceeds by five years the term fixed as a 
ualification for a judge of the High Court by section 8 of the 
'Judicature Act, 1873. Mr. Macnacuren will be entitled to sit 
and vote in the House of Lords so long as he holds the office of 
Lord of Appeal in Ordinary, and no longer, and his dignity of a 
‘Lord of Parliament will not descend to his heirs. 


Tue supexs have affirmed the decision of the benchers of the 
Middle Temple refusing to call a gentleman to the bar. We 
understand that another case of a similar nature will shortly come 
‘to be heard, and there is no doubt that in the long course of time 
which has elapsed since the benchers of the several inns have had 
(the jurisdiction to call vested in them, very many more cases 
"have occurred than the solitary one which we have been able to 
‘find in the books. This is Reg. vy. Gray’s-inn (1 Doug. 354), in 
‘which Lord Mansrietp, after consulting the other judges, laid 
‘down the rule that no mandamus would be granted to an inn of 
‘court to admit one of their members to the degree of barrister, and 
“that the only remedy of a person whom benchers refused to call 
"was to appeal to the judges in the exercise of their ‘ visitatorial 
jurisdiction.” In 2. v. Benchers of Lincoln’s-inn (4 B. & ©. 855) 
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House exonerated him from the charge of professional 
brought against him before the benchers, but 
refused to rescind its decision. Mr. Harvey 
the Inns of Court Commission in 1855, and 
Campsett had announced his intention of in 
curtail the powers of the benchers; and it aleo 
Common Law Commissioners , in 1834, that “th 
probity of the persons who fill the benches of i 
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We report elsewhere several decisions on the Remunera- 
tion Order. In one the Court of Appeal affirmed the decision of 
Mr. Justice Kay, in Re Allen (ante, p. 78), with regard to the 
time at which a lessor’s solicitor may elect, under clause 6 of the 
order, that his remuneration shall be ‘‘ according to the present 
system as altered by schedule II.” In discussing that decision 
(ante, p. 71‘ we did not dispute that it might be correct on the 
facts of the particular case, but we ventured to question the 
general rule laid down by the learned judge that, “‘ after a solicitor 
had accepted any employment, and had done anything therein for 
which he could make a charge supposing the scale did not apply, 
it was too late for him to elect to pe according to the system 
existing before the General Order came into operation.” This rule 
was not in terms adopted by the Court of Appeal, who laid down 
a principle much more reasonable in appearance—namely, that the 
‘““ business” was “undertaken” by the solicitor ‘as soon as the 
client retained him and he accepted the retainer”; and there are 
expressions in Lord Justice Corron’s judgment which might shew 
that he meant that the retainer must be ‘‘to attend to the matter 
and to undertake the preparation of the lease.” But all the 
judgments indicate that the court adhere to the strict construc- 
tion of “‘ business” adopted in Re Field (38 W. R. 504) and 
Re Emanuel and Simmonds (34 W. BR. 613), and hold that there 
can be no division of the prelimi business “‘ connected with” 
the lease which is included in the scale fee; and, if this view 
is to be adopted, there seems to be little practical difference 
between the rule laid down by the Court of Appeal and that laid 
down by Mr. Justice Kar. 





Anornen case relates to the scale fee “for conducting a sale of 

roperty by public auction.” Our readers will remember the 
oe to which the case of Re Wilson (29 Soxicrrons’ Jovanat, 
438, 29 Ch. D. 790) gave rise. In that case the taxing master 
disallowed the ‘‘ conducting fee” to a solicitor, on the ground that, 
as an auctioneer and or had been employed, the 
not ‘‘ conducted the sale,” and the Court of A) 
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te have been that, on a sale under the order of the court, the 
solicitor having the conduct of the sale obtained in chambers an 
allowance of £23 12s. 6d. for “‘ auctioneer’s fees.” According to 
the north-country practice, all the arrangements and work pre- 
liminary to the sale were made and done by the solicitor, and the 
auctioneer was employed only to offer the lots in the auction-room. 
The taxing master disallowed the “conducting fee” to the 
solicitor, on the ground that commission had been paid by the 
client to an auctioneer under rule 11 of schedule I., part 1., and 
Mr. Justice Currry affirmed this disallowance. It seems probable 
that the £23 12s. 6d. was commission, and not an agreed fee to the 
auctioneer ; and, if so, there is nothing very novel in the decision. 
The express words of rule 11 appear to cover the case where the 
solicitor does the preliminary work and the auctioneer gets the 
commission from the client. If, on the other hand, the £23 12s. 6d. 
was an agreed fee, the case seems to shew that, in order to obtain the 
‘conducting fee,” the solicitor must not only do the preliminary 
work, but also himself pay the auctioneer’s agreed fee, and it appears 
9 in the case of a sale under the court he is not allowed to do 





Tue case of Rodocanachi vy. Milburn (18 Q. B. D. 67) decides a 
somewhat important point with regard to the measure of damages. 
The action was for non-delivery of cargo under a charter-party. The 
plaintiffs had sold the cargo “‘ to arrive” at a price less than the 
market value of the goods at the port of discharge at the 
time when the cargo should have arrived. The Court of Appeal 
have held that, in estimating the damages for non-delivery, the 
market value must be looked to, not the price at which the plain- 
tiffs had sold the cargo. We must confess to having felt some 
little difficulty about the point. It will be observed that the 
result of this decision is that a plaintiff may absolutely be a 
gainer by the breach of contract. The ground on which the court 
acted seems to have been that, in estimating the damages in such a 
case, a general test applicable to all cases ought to be taken without 
regard to circumstances peculiar to the parties; and they relied, 
in support of that view, on the admitted fact that, if the plaintiffs 
had sold the goods ‘‘to arrive ” at a higher price than the market 
value, nevertheless they could not have recovered more than the 
market value. We feel some doubt whether this last consideration 
has any bearing on the case. The impossibility of recovering the 
excess over the market value in this case depends on the doctrine of 
remoteness of damage. That doctrine often prevents a plaintiff 
from recovering the full amount of the loss he has actually sus- 
tained ; but here the question is whether he can recover more than 
the full amount. According to that doctrine a plaintiff cannot 
enhance his damages by reference to circumstances peculiar to 
himeelf; but the essential nature of the doctrine seems to us to be 
that it imposes a limitation on damages. We do not see that con- 
siderations arising from that doctrine have any application when 
the proposition is that the plaintiff can recover more than the 
amount. of the actual loss he has sustained. We cannot, 
therefore, think this consideration so conclusive as the Court of 
Appeal seem to have thought it. If their decision is right, it 
seems to us that it must depend on the view that it is more 
convenient, on the whole, that a rough general rule should 
be applied in all cases than that greater nicety should 
be sought after by admitting into consideration collateral 
matters peculiar to the particular case, thereby possibly in- 
volving issues quite foreign to the main questions in the action, 
and of which no notice would be given by the pleadings. 
This decision is obviously a deviation from the general doctrine, 
which is that a plaintiff is to be put into the same position as if 
the contract had been fulfilled. Such a deviation requires, of 
course, a reason for existence. We do not think that cases 
depending on the doctrine of remoteness of damage can afford 
such a reason, for that doctrine seems to us to be a doctrine the 
scope of which is the protection of defendants from undue 
iabi If such a reason can be found, it seems to us that it 
must be found elsewhere ; and we think it may perhaps be found 
in the direction we have suggested—viz., by considering the prac- 
tieal inconvenience which would arise if a tribunal were to be 
obliged to take cognizance of circumstances peculiar to the plain- 
tiff instead of applying one universally applicable general rule. 
For instance, if a defendant proved that the plaintiff had sold the 





* to arrive ” at a price less than the market value, could 
the plaintiff reply by proving that the person to whom he had 
sold had, by breach of some condition of the contract of sale, 
incapacitated him from insisting on delivery, and therefore he was 
free to sell at the market value? If so, it might happen that, ia 
addition to the question whether the contract between the plaintiff 
and the defendant had been broken, it would be necessary, in order 
to estimate the damages, to whether a contract between the 
plaintiff and a third person been broken. 





THE RE. ARRANGEMENT Of the Ministry has considerably increased 
the legal element in the Cabinet, no less than five members of 
which, independently of the English and Irish Lord Chancellors, 
have been practising barristers. Mr. Marruews belonged to the 
Oxford Circuit, and Mr. Stanmore to the Home Circuit, while 
Lord Cransroox, Lord Cross, and Sir Hexry Hortanp were all 
members of the Northern Circuit. Among Ministers of less than 
Cabinet rank who have been in actual practice at the bar may be 
mentioned Sir Joun Gorst, Mr. Rarxes, and Mr. Srvart Woxrtey, 
while Mr. Prunxer is an [rish Queen’s Counsel. 








ON THE FORM OF MORTGAGE BILLS OF SALE. 
III. 


We resume the series of articles which, after the second article 
(ante, p. 56), was suspended awaiting certain decisions of the 
Court of Appeal. 

Hiring agreement.—The decision of the Court of Appeal in The 
North Oentral Wagon Oo. v. Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincola- 
shire Railway Co., delivered on the 15th of December, reversing 
the decision of Bacon, V.C. (34 W. R. 430, 32 Ch. D. 477), renders 
it necessary to modify very slightly the statement (anfe, p.41) as te 
the law relating to attempts to evade the Bills of Sale Acts by a sale 
to the lender and a demise back to the vendor, which will be found 
stated correctly in 30 Soxicrrors’ Jovrnat, 448. In the case in 
question the wagons belonged to the Biacker Co., subject to a lien 
to the Sheffield Co. for £257. In February, 1884, the Blacker 
Co. wanted to raise £1,000. They agreed to sell 100 wagons to 
the plaintiffs for £1,000 on an arrangement that the- plaintiffs 
should let them to the Blacker Co. on a hiring agreement. The 
hiring agreement was executed on the 18th of February. On the 
following day the plaintiffs sent, at the request of the Blacker 
Co., a cheque for £257 to the Sheffield Co., and a cheque for £743 
(the balance of the £1,000) to the Blacker Co. In the opinion of 
the court the agreement for sale, followed by sending the cheques, 
was a complete sale, not carried out by any document; and its 
effect was not altered by the documents following :— Firs/, an 
invoice dated the 18th (but handed to the plaintiffs on the 19th ?) 
February, shewing how the purchase-money had been appro- 

riated. Second, a receipt from the Blacker Co. in the form 
following :— Received of the North Central Wagon Co. cheque, 
value £733, which is placed to your credit, with thanks”—the 
result being that there was no bill of sale. The question being 
raised whether the receipt was not a “‘ receipt ” within the definition 
of ‘‘ bill of sale ” in the Acts, Cotton, L.J., stated that, in order that 
an invoice or receipt should constitute a bill of sale, it must be 
“an assurance of personal chattels,” unless it came within the 
subsequent words ‘authorities or licences to take possession of 
personal chattels.” In the present case the evidence shewed that 
there was a complete contract for sale before either the invoice or 
receipt was given. Bowen and Fry, L.JJ., concurred, the former 
pointing out that the ratio decidendi of Cochrane v. Mathews (10 
Ch. D. 80), Ee parte Odell (27 W. R. 274, 10 Ch. D. 76), Be 
parte Cooper (10 Ch. D. 313) was that certain documents ought to 





be read together, and that, when they were read together, they 
amounted to an ‘assurance’ of the chattels. (See this discussed 
ante, p. 41.) 

Provisione as to payment.—These are not given in the body of 
the Acts, but the form in the schedule to the Act of 1882 shews 
that the rate per cent. per annum and the time of payment must 
be specified. 

Notwithstanding that the rate of interest is to be stated “per 
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annum,” a statement of the rate per month is sufficient : Lumley v. 
Simmons (34 W. R. 759). Apparently, if no rate of interest is 
specified, but a fixed sum is to be paid as interest, the bill is bad : 
see Myers v. Elliott (16 Q. B. D. 526), in which the decision in 
Thorp v. Oregeen (33 W. R. 845), upholding a bill of sale in this 
form, was disapproved of; the last-mentioned case and Wilson v. 
Kirkwood (27 Soxicrrors’ Jovrnat, 296; same case, W. N., 18838, 
40, 44) must be considered as overruled. The reservation of com- 
pound interest renders the bill of sale void: Goldstrom v. Taller- 
man (17 Q. B. D. 80), reversed on appeal on the construction only, 
14th of November, 1886, so that the case is still an authority on 
the point for which it is cited. 

The principal may be made payable by instalments, notwith- 
standing that it is provided that on default of payment of any 
instalment, they shall all become due: Lumley v. Simmons (34 
W. R. 759). 

The direction that the stipulated time of payment shall be stated 
is imperative. ‘ The words of the statute and schedule are, perhaps, 
not clear ; they may well include a time fixed by reference to any 
known event; they may, perhaps, include a time to be ascertained 
by the happening of some contingency; but they do not, in our 
opinion, include a time to be ascertained by nothing but the mere 
choice and volition of the holder of the bill of sale,” per Fry, L.J., 
Hetherington v. Groome(13 Q. B. D., at p. 792), in which case it was 
held that an agreement for payment “on demand” rendered the 
bill of sale void: see also Clemson v. Townsend (1 Ca. & El. 418), 
Mackay v. Merritt (34 W. R. 433), Bianchi v. Offord (17 Q. B. D. 
484), ‘Melville v. Stringer (13 Q. B. D. 394), Srbley v. Higgs (15 
Q. B. D. 619). The case of Davis v. Usher (12 Q. B. D. 491) 
must be considered as overruled. Notwithstanding the opinion of 
Fry, L.J., stated above, it is now decided by the unanimous 
opinions of Lord Esher, M.R., Lindley, L.J., and Lopes, L.J., that 
the time of payment being uncertain avoids the bill of sale: Hughes 
Little (35 W. R. 36). 

Bill of sale given by way of indemnity.—Sometimes a bill of 
sale is given in consideration of the grantee becoming a guarantor 
for the grantor to a creditor; in this case the sum secured by the 
bill of sale is payable at (or at some time determined by relation to) 
the time when the grantee pays the original creditor, and the 
amount secured by the bill is the amount so paid by him. A bill 
of sale of this nature is void for two reasons (Hughes v. Little, 35 
W. R. 36, reversing 17 Q. B, D. 204)— 

First, the liability of the grantor to pay the grantee arises on 
the failure of the grantor to pay the original creditor, and may not 
arise at all, so that the time of payment is uncertain. 

Secondly, the amount that the grantee has to pay to the original 
creditor, and therefore the amount that the grantor has to pay to 
the grantee, is uncertain. 

It also may, as in Hughes v. Little, be void as not being in 
accordance with the statutory form. 

Provisions as to the maintenance or defeasance of the security. — 
The prescribed form authorizes the insertion of “terms as to in- 
surance, payment of rent, or otherwise, which the parties may agree 
upon for the maintenance or defeasance of the security.” 

Insurance.—An agreement that the grantor shall insure against 
fire,pay the premiums, produce and deliver to the grantee the receipts 
for the premiums; that, on his default, the grantee may insure; that 
all moneys paid by the grantee for that purpose shall be repaid to 
Lim by the grantor on demand, and, till payment, shall be c 
with interest on the premiums, does not avoid the bill of : 
Hammond v. Hocking (12 Q. B. D. 291), Ex parte Stanford, Re 
Barber (34 W. R. 507, 17 Q. B. D. 259). In these cases the 
grantor had power to repay to the grantee any moneys paid for 
insurance whenever he liked, and the rate of interest was £5 per 
cent. per annum. On the other hand, where the moneys were to 
remain a charge during a fixed period at £20 per cent. per annum, 
the provisions were held to invalidate the bill of sale: Goldstrom 
v. Zallermann (34 W. R. 459, 17 Q. B. D. 80). 

Rent, rates, and taxes—Where there were covenants by the 
grantor to pay rent, &c., to produce receipts for rent, and that on 
breach of any covenant by the grantor, all the moneys secured 


should become due: Davis v. Burton (31 W. R. 523, 10 Q. B. D. 
414, 82 W. R. 423, 11 Q. B. D. 587), and where, if the grantor 
neglected to perform his covenants as to rent, &., the 

might do so, and that the sums so Beioel him “should be re- 


coverable in the same manner as the princi: 


hereby secured": Bianchi v. Offord (17 Q. B. D. 484), the bill of ” 
sale was held to be invalid. : 





- =— 





CONCERNING SEARCHES. 
(XX.) WHAT SEARCHES ARE USUALLY MADE. 


We have already, in explaining the nature of the different things that 
can be discovered by a search, pointed out what are all the searches 
that can possibly have to be made; we now proceed to consider 
what searches are usually made in practice. This is a very diffi- 
cult task, as the practice is not uniform in all offices ; it is con- 
stantly changing, and there are no judicial decisions as to what 
are the proper searches. 

There is a preli question, Whether it is worth making 
any searches? That eminent conveyancer, the late Mr. Dicey, 
once stated to the present writer, ‘‘I must say that my own 
opinion is rather against the utility of searches, except in Middle- 
sex, Yorkshire, and for bankruptcies. But in the case of a mort- 
gage, at least, I think it safer to adhere to.the established practice 
as to searches.” A solicitor who holds an important official 
appointment, in the exercise of which he has constantly to make 
very small transactions in land, told the writer that the expense 
of the usual searches would sweep away all his costs, and perhaps 

ut him out of pocket in purchases of this nature, and that therefore 
he invariably omitted them, running the risk of an action for 
negligence (see 30 Soxicrrors’ Jovrwat, 683). Notwithstan 
these remarks it is the usual practice to make searches, restri 
in the manner that we shall point out. 


SEARCHES MADE BACK TO Last PurcHass. 


Some years it was the custom to search against every 
person Pebe-o the in the abstract who had been owner. As 
above mentioned, this practice is still followed by some firms 
as to searches in register counties, but perhaps the more usual 
plan is to search against the last purchaser on sale and all 
persons claiming under him. This practice is practically safe, 
owing to the great probability that, in ordinary cases, similar 
searches were made on the occasion of the last purchase, and 
that either nothing was discovered on that occasion, or that 
it anything was discovered it was satisfactorily disposed of. 
On the other hand, if there were special ‘circumstances attending 
the sale—as, for instance, where, though it was nominally a 
sale for value, it was really a part of a family arrangoment ; or 
where it was a sale of a hye to enable a landowner to round 
off his property, we cannot feel certain that the searches 
were made ; and therefore in cases of this sort we ought to carry the 
searches further back. As, however, cases of this sort are rare, 
we shall, in these articles, assume that the searches are to be 
carried back to the time of the last purchase on sale. It may be 
asked, why do not we content ourselves with carrying back the 
searches to the last mortgage? There are two reasons. First, we 
can never be sure that a mortgage was not given to secure an 
antecedent debt, in which case the masignet might omit the 
searches; secondly, if the security is ample, a m 1 
reasonably omit to search for charges of the nature we 
cussed 30 Sorxicrrors’ =~ 699, 714, + ge rs yooh called 
terminable char It is, however, right int ou some 


practitioners of eminence only since ; 

Where a vendor or mortgagor has in his possession a certificate 
of an official search made under the Conveyancing Act, 1882, it 
ought to be shewn on the abstract. 
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Cathedral; Second, the Liverpool district, comprising all lands 
situate within a distance of ten miles, measured in a straight line, 
from any part of St. George’s Hall, Liverpool; 7hird, the Man- 
chester district, comprising all lands situate within a digtance of 
ten miles, measured in a straight line, from any part of the 
Exchange at Manchester; Fourth, the Birmingham district, com- 

rising all lands situate within a distance of ten miles, measured 
in a straight line, from any part of the Town Hall at Birmingham. 
The repayment by instalments of the money advanced by the 
company for the purposes of the Act may be charged on the land, 
with interest, by an order of the Chancery Division. 

Reference must also be made to the ‘“‘ Chambers and Offices Act, 
1881” (44 & 45 Vict. c. clxxxii.) (Local and Personal). This en- 
ables ‘‘the Chambers and Offices Co.” to acquire ‘‘ common rights,” 
as defined in the Act, over buildings laid out in flats, chambers, 
or offices, and situate in the County of Middlesex, the Borough of 
Southwark, the City of London, the Liberty of the Rolle, 
or in the Parish of Hove near Brighton. ‘‘ Common rights”’ 
include the site of the roads, paths, entrances, staircases, pas- 
sages, &c., the roof, chimneys, and outer walls, the rights of 
light and air and other easements over adjoining property, lifts 
and machinery provided for the general use of the building and 
occupiers, laundries, baths, lavatories, kitchens, closets, &c., fittings 
and appliances connected with the supply of hot and cold water, 
soil pipes, drains, and apparatus connected with soil drainage, rain 
water, and other things mentioned in the Act. The company has 
general powers to enter and repair, to pay ‘‘ general expenses,” 
which include insurance against fire, the performance of the lessee’s 
covenants where the building is leasehold, the payment of rates and 
taxes, the costs of lighting and warming the building, the costs of 
painting and repairing, and of new works, wages of servants, the 
costs of enforcing bye-laws and recovering penalties, and of some 
other matters. All the several tenements are to pay a proportion- 
ate share towards the ‘general expenses,” and the owner or 
occupier of each tenement is to pay “‘special expenses” incurred 
with respect to his tenement as certified by the surveyor of the 
company. The proportion of general expenses and also the special 
expenses payable to the company in respect of each tenement is to 
be a debt due to the company “ from the owner and also from the 
occupier of the tenement,” and is made a charge on his holding; 
the company, besides its remedy by action, may recover the amount 
by distress, entry and receipt of rents, and appointment of a re- 
ceiver, leasing an unoccupied tenement, and may enforce their 
charge in the same manner as if the owner had agreed in writing 
to make a mortgage to the company for the amount due; the charge 
is to take priority over all other charges created after the tene- 
ment has become subject to the Act. The company may delegate 
their powers to a committee appointed by the owners and occupiers 
of the tenements. No provision is made for the registry of the 
charges. Having regard to the heavy burden thrown on the owners 
and occupiers of tenements in a building subject to the provisions 
of the Act, no prudent person will purchase, take a lease, or even 
go into occupation of chambers, in places where the Act applies, 
without inquiring whether the building of which the chambers 
form a part is subject to the provisions of the Act; fortunately the 
inquiry is easy, as the company is bound to keep posted up at or 
near the principal entrance a notice that the building is subject to 
the provisions of the Act. The omission by the company of keep- 
ing the notice up does not appear to prevent them from exercising 
the powers conferred on them by the Act. 

Reference may also be made to the Act regulating New-square, 
Lincoln’s-inn (23 & 24 Vict. c. clxxxiv.) (Local and Personal), 
imposing rent charges on certain chambers therein, imposing 
restrictions on the user thereof, and charging the expense of rebuild- 
ing chambers in certain cases on the inheritance. We shall not 
attempt to deal with charges created by Local and Personal Acts, 
as their existence can only be ascertained by local inquiries. 

Waar Derermines toe Narvre or tue Sxarcues. 

The searches to be made depend—(1) upon the nature of the 

ee | (2) upon the nature of the interest dealt with, and, 
slightly upon whether the transaction is a sale or a mort- 
gage. 


No one purchasing a house in a town would inquire whether it 
was subject to a charge under the Agricultural Holdings Act. 
There may be some exceptions to this, for as towns grow very 
rapidly it is quite possible that a charge of this nature may have 





been imposed on agricultural land which becomes building land 
before the charge expires. It might be thought that no searches 
need be made for any terminable charges as to land within a town, 
but this is not the case; one of the large London properties is 
subject to charges of this nature. 


Szarcnes as Arrecrep py THE Nature or THE Property. 

Copyholds.—It has been said (1 Bythewood, by Sweet, 3rd 
ed., 103; Hansard v. Hardy, 18 Ves. 462; Bugden v. Big- 
nold, 2 Y. & ©. C. C., at p. 390) that the court rolls of a 
manor are not notice to a purchaser. On the other hand, 
Leach, V.C., says, in Pearce v. Newlyn (3 Madd., at p. 188), 
that ‘‘a purchaser is affected by notice of the court rolls as far 
back as a search is necessary for the security of the title.” These 
conflicting dicta may perhaps be reconciled, as meaning that 
the court rolls may be considered to be notice to a purchaser 
who searches, but not to one who does not. As it is im- 
possible to rely with safety on want of notice, it is now 
the invariable practice, notwithstanding the remarks of Lord 
St. Leonards above referred to, to search the court rolls. 
It should be observed that in some manors a surrender made 
out of court may be presented at any time, and an admit- 
tance taken thereon, so that a subsequent incumbrancer or 
purchaser may be ousted by the existence of a surrender which 
he cannot discover by searching: Horlock v. Priestley (2 Sim. 75). 
It will be remembered that no searches for Crown debts or execu- 
tions at the suit of the Crown can be required on the purchase of 
copyholds: 30 Soxicrrors’ Jounnat, 770. No searches need be 
made under the Middlesex, Yorkshire, or repealed Yorkshire Regis- 
tries Acts. All other searches should be made that would be 
required in the case of freeholds. 

Leaseholds.—Searches on the purchase of leaseholds will be the 
same as those on freeholds with the following exceptions. It will 
be unnecessary to search :—(1) for charges under the Public Money 
Drainage Acts and the Private Money Drainage Act, 1849, unless 
the lease is for a life or lives, or for years, for a term originally 
greater than fourteen years, and the rent does not exceed trvo-thirds 
of the clear yearly value at the time when the lease was granted ; 
(2) for charges under the Improvement of Land Act, 1864, unless 
the lease is on life or lives renewable, or for years, for a term of 
twenty-five years at least or renewable. In these cases the 
leaseholder and the person in receipt of the rents and profits 
together make up the “landowner,” and must be searched against. 
Inquiry must be made from the sheriff whether any writ of 7. fa. 
against the vendor is in his hands, but it will not be necessary to 
inquire as to elegits. 

Advowson.—An advowson in gross cannot be taken in execution, 
as it yields no profits: see Robinson v. Tonge (3 P. W., at p. 401) ; 
Westfaling v. Westfaling (3 Atk., at p. 463). It followed that, 
although, after the passing of 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, an advowson 
became liable to the charge created by a judgment under section 
13, the charge cannot arise, probably on a judgment entered up 
on or after the 23rd of July, 1860, and certainly not on a judgment 
entered up after 27 & 28 Vict. c. 112, owing to the impossihlity 
of delivering the advowson in execution. Probably an advowson 
appendant can be taken in execution with the manor. An advow- 
son in gross can, however, be extended at the suit of the Crown. 

From the nature of an advowson it cannot be liable to drainage 
or improvement rent charges. [t follows that, on the sale of an 
advowson in gross, the only searches that are necessary are for 
Crown debts, executions at the suit of the Crown, bankruptcies, 
lis pendens, annuities, and in the local registers. If it has only 
been lately severed from the manor, the same searches may have 
to be made up to the time of severance as if the manor itself was 
being sold. 

Rent charge.—A rent charge can be taken under an elegit : 
2 Cruise, 52, citing Moo. 32, pl. 104, and Noy. 104 (the latter 
reference is incorrect), 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, s. 11, and therefore the 
same searches for judgments and executions must be made on the 
purchase of a rent charge as if it was land. 

It should be remarked that, although drainage or improvement 
rent charges cannot be charged on the rent charge itself, still, as, 
whether they are made before or after the creation of the rent 
charge, they generally have priority over it, it may, in case the 
rent charge nearly amounts to the annual value of the land, be 
advisable to pam for them. 
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Searches must be made for bankruptcies, lis pendens, annuities, | that the commissioners, by obtaining leave to the and to 
and in the local registers. 3 — samp ye Wen ae a trial, had r themselves in 
It should be observed that, although no annuity can at law be or eudes #1.—Covneat, Aten Pe gee aa yt — 


made to issue out of an incorporeal hereditament such as an annuity 
or rent charge, it is possible te charge it with an annuity in equity, 
and therefore that searches for annuities must be made on the 
purchase of an annuity or rent charge. 








REVIEWS. 
TRUSTEES’ INVESTMENTS. 


THE INVESTMENT OF Trust Funps. By EDWARD ARUNDEL GEARE, 
Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons. 


The object of this little book, as stated in the preface, is to answer 
the questions—‘‘Is it a proper investment ?”’ ‘‘ Wonld it be a breach 
of trust?” On the whole the answers given are satisfactory. In 
the first chapter the author discusses the duty of the trustee as to 
the investment of trust funds. He states most of the recent decisions 
bearing on the point at some length, and the conclusion he arrives at 
is, in the words of Jessel, M.R., that ‘‘the trustee ought to conduct 
the business of the trust in the same manner that an ordinary man 
of business would conduct his own.” But he adds an important 
qualification not, we believe, hitherto stated in the text-books— 
“that the trustee may not do all that a prudent man of business 
might do in managing his own concerns, but that which the prudent 
man of business would do while strictly following the ordinary course 
of business,” 

The chapters on ‘‘ Permissible Investments” and ‘‘ Investments not 
Permitted ” will be found useful. The general conclusion that the 
author comes to is that—(1) In the investment of trust funds the 
trustees should never employ the solicitor who acts for the borrower ; 
(2) Trustees, when entertaining the question of investment, should 
not favour the tenant for life at the expense of the remaindermen ; 
(3) Any conditions annexed to the power to invest or vary invest- 
ments should be observed strictly; and (4) Trustees should avoid 
making any investment which subjects the trust funds to the control 
of any one of the trustees singly. Perhaps the best part of the book 
is the discussion of lending money on personal security, on real 
securities, and on second mortgages. The author also discusses the 
questions of profits made by the trustee out of the trust property, 
of neglect by the trustee to invest, of bringing money into court, 
and of investments by the court. We rather wonder that the author 
has not discussed the cruel decision of Millett v. Haworth (29 Soxict- 
TOR’S JOURNAL, 555)—a decision which appears to render it desirable, 
in all cases where a wide range of investments is authorized, to give 
power to the trustees, notwithstanding the opposition of the bene- 
ficiaries, to change any investments which may, in the event, throw 
liability on the trustees. 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 


EDEN v. THE WEARDALE IRON AND OOAL CO.—O. A. No. 2, 
llth January. 


Turrap Party—Inrerrocarortes—‘‘ Oprostre Party ”’—R. 8. ©., 1883 
XXXL, 1 

The question in this case was whether a plaintiff was entitled to 
deliver interrogatories for the examination of a party. The ntiff, 
who was the owner of land, brought the action for re ormance 
of an agreement by the defendants to take a lease of the coal under the 
land. The defendants commenced to work the coal, but they were served 
by the Ecclesiastical Commissioners with a notice that the coal belonged to 
them as lords ofthe manor. The defendants served athird party notice on 
the commissioners, claiming indemnity from them in case the plaintiff 
thould establish his claim. An order was afterwards made gi the 
commissioners leave to defend and to deliver a counter-claim. The Oourt 
of Appeal decided (28 Ch. D. 333) that there -was no power to give leave to 
a third party to deliver a counter-claim against the original plaintiff 
The counter-claim was accordingly struck out, and the oners 
afterwards obtained an order to strike out their defence. By a subsequent 
order it was directed that the question of indemnity as between the com- 
missioners as third parties and the defendants should be tried after the 
trial of the action, and that, pursuant to rule 53 of order 16, the commis- 
sioners, as third parties, should be at Jiberty to ap) at the trial and 
oppose the plaintiff’s claim so far as they might be affected thereby, and, 
for that purpose, to adduce evidence, oral and documentary, and to 
cross-examine the plaintiff's witnesses. Chitty, J., gave the plaintiffs 
leave to deliver interrogatories for the examination of fhe commissioners. 

Tue Court or Appzat (Corron, Linpiey, and Lovzs, L.JJ.) affirmed 
this order. It was contended ou behalf of the commissioners that ~~ d 
were not ‘‘ opposite parties’ within the meaning of rule 1 of order 3 
there being no issue between them and the plaintiff. Tar Oovrr held 


’ 


Q.C., and Dunham. Sextcrrons, White, Borrett, ¢ Co. ; Crossman, Crossman, 
& Prichard. 


RIDDELL v. THE EARL OF STRATHMORE—C. A. No. 2, 
12th January. 
R. 8. C., 1883, XIX., 27—Sremixe ovr Emparrassine Pieapine. 


The question in this case was as to striking out the whole of a state- 

ment of claim, on the ground that it was embarrassing to the 

Rule 27 of order 19 empowers the court, st any stage of the 

to “onden to be sieuale oot.tue sealer ie pleading w 

unnecessary or scandalous, or which may tend 

delay the fair trial of the action.” cae chaise "the plaintiit alley 
i tof claim th 


; 
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of land. By his statemen’ 
» who died in 100, wee eae 2 eee the land, 
during her life she executed a deed of t, by virtue of w! 
roperty vested on her death in her ag T., the wife of D, 
ne. from whom and her successors in title, as the plaintiff alge, 
defendant’s predecessor in title, G., well knowing the facts, 
concealed the existence of the settlement, and entered into 


ed as purch 

J. D., the eldest son of G. L. D., who died in 1859, w 
derived from the heir-at-law of T. D. The plaintiff alleg 
settlement still remained in the possession of the defendant, an 
ever since the death of E. the defendant and his predecessors in title h 
Mader it the property rightfully belonged the plaintiff and his pre- 
under it the pro P pre- 
decampens in tiie, endl baal from them the existence 
of the deed, and made it impossible them to discover their os 
title to the Fag wg bore - the year 1876, when the existence of deed 
first came to owledge of J. D. and the plaintiff. The plaintiff 
claimed to recover the possession of the estates and the rents or mesne 

ts. On the application of the defendant, North, J., ordered 
statement of claim to be struck out as embarrassing. 

Tue Court or Arrgat (Corron and Livpizy, L.JJ.) affirmed the 
decision. Oorrox, L.J., said that in such a case, where the plaintiff 
sought to escape from the Statute of Limitations on the of 
concealed fraud, he ought to state his case with extreme “y 80 
as to enable the defendant to meet the case without his 
title. The alleged settlement should have stated so as to enable the 
defendant to the defence that ted. The 


by , ips v. 

Q. B. D. 127). It was not enough to state an inference of law, but 
the fact should be stated from wi 

laintiff’s title. The plaintiff must not say simply, ‘Under and. 
y virtue of a certain deed I am : 
the limitations of the deed were and the other facts, 

enable the court to infer what his title 

plaintiff had not stated his case in such a way as to the defendant 
to meet it without embarrassment and t 
There was no statement at sll that T. D. was named as a remainderman 
in the settlement, but only of an inferen 
entitled. That was not a reasonable statement; it was embarrassing. 
Under rule 27 of order 19 his lordship thought that the court had juris- 
diction to strike out the whole of a statement of claim if the whole of 
was em . You could not fairly judge whether there had been 
teat is vai tag pal 

were. e whole g 
Lrxvxey, L J., thought the case was near the line, but that it was covered 
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by the principle of Phillips v. Phillips. The action was clearly a fishing 
one, ond coe could not elp feeling that the plaintiff had not a case 
which he knew, but that he he had a case, and 


ae he would 
be able to fish one out. His statement of claim was not in accordance 
with the requirements of rules 4, 6, and 7 of order 19. The 
suggested was fraudulent con t of the settlement, and 
consistent with the allegations that there had 

might be the pluintiff’s misfortune if he could not state any more 
he kad done about the settlement, but this 

sufficient —Counset, Cookson, Q.C., McClymont, and C0. E. 

Higgins, Q.C., aud Herbert Stephen. Soxrcrrons, J. B. ¢ H. Scott; Western 
§ Sons. 


Re THE FLINT COAL ee OO. (LIM.)—Chitty, J., 11th 
anuary. 

Company—Winpinc up—Procerprnos arrer Presentation oy WInDING- 
vp Perrrrron—Summons Tro Ewsrornce Payment or Poor Rarzs— 
Companres Act, 1862, s. 85. 
In this case, a petition having been presented for the up of the 

company, an order ae be a beer beg 

te application was made 

vecteaintog the overseer of the poor from ; , 

upon a summons ior the envenennetts of age sos Re Briton Medical and 

General Life Assurance Association (84 W. R. 390, 32 Oh. D. 503), was 


eferred to. x ; 
: Currry, J., said, as the poor rate was not a Crown debt, its enforcement 
by virtue of the Crown's Nor was he aware 





had no 

f lati to claims for poor rates. 
Teeter Ra RT 
\ the summons after the presentation of e winding-up fell the 





















ree 
ee eee te 








184 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





Jan. 15, 1 887, 





= 





— conferred upon the court by the Companies Act, 1862, s. 85. 
therefore made the order asked for upon the provisional liquidator 
entering into the usual undertaking.—Soxicrrons, Boltons, Robbins, Busk, 


¢ Co. 


Re GAULARD & GIBBS’ PATENT—North, J., 11th January. 


Petition ror Revocation or Parent — Tartan with Orat Evyipence — 
Parents Act, 1883, s. 26. 


This was a petition for the revocation of a patent (this being the mode 
of procedure substituted by section 26 of the Patents Act, 1883, for the 
seire facias to repeal a patent) on the ground of want of novelty in 
the alleged invention. Particulars of objection had been delivered by the 
. This was a motion by the respondents to the petition (the 
patentee and the assignees of the patent) that the petition might be heard 
with witnesses vivd voce, and transferred into the list of witness causes. 
Norru, J., held that, the petition being equivalent to an action to try 
the validity of the patent, the applicants were entitled to the order for 
which pulled peeeamn, Aston, Q.C., and J. C. Graham ; Moulton, 
Q.C., and L. EB. Pyke. Sortcrrons, Campbell, Reeves, § Hooper ; A. Curtis 
Hayward. 


REJOHEL +. THE BISHOP OF OXFORD—North, J., 12th January. 


EocrestasticaL Benerice—ResicNation—V ALipiry—OConpDiT1Ion— 
WITHDRAWAL. 


The question in this case was as to the validity of a resignation by a 
clerk in holy orders of his benefice. The plaintiff in the action claimed 
a declaration that an instrument of resignation of his benefice executed 
him was void, and an injunction to restrain the defendant, the bishop 
of the diocese, from accepting the plaintiff's resignation, or treating it as 
valid, or declaring the benefice vacant, or instituting any other person 
thereto, eel 9: tegucee 1885, a charge of immoral conduct was publicly 
made e plaintiff in his sh, and the bishop called upon him 
to clear pond om or to resign his benefice. The plaintiff then took 
er = this purpose, but without success. The —. then 
wrote to the plaintiff to the effect that Le expected to receive from him at 
once an intimation that he was ready to resign his living without delay, 
and, after some further correspondence, the bishop’s secretary, by his 
authority, wrote to the plaintiff that ‘‘the ery 4 desires me to send you 
a deed of resignation, and to inform you that his lordship proposes to 
date his formal acceptance of it on the Ist of October next, and not to 
declare your benefice vacant until that date if the deed is at once executed 
and returned to me, and if his lordship also receives in the meantime an 
assurance of satisfactory arrangements for the care and duties of the 
cornet pid your absence. The deed requires to be executed by you 

lore witnesses, and, if you are unable to obtain the attestation of a 
notary public in London, it may be remitted to me attested by two 
persons.” The date October 1 was mentioned in this letter in conse- 
quence of a communication which had been made to the bishop by a friend 
of the plaintiff, and the bishop, in his evidence at the trial, stated that one 
reason for that date was that the plaintiff might be able to receive 


stithe. With this letter the bishop’s secretary sent to the | 


half-year’ 
plaintiff a ted form of resignation. The plaintiff, on the 2nd of June, 
executed his instrument, and it was attested by two witnesses, neither of 
whom was a nctary public. On the same day the plaintiff returned the 

it 80 executed to the bishop's secretary, who received it the next 
day, and signed a memorandum of surrender which was attached to it. 
He then sent the document to the bishop, with a memorandum of accept- 
ance attached to it for his signature, and the bishop signed it and 
returned the document to his secretary. On the 16th of July the plaintiff 
handed to the bishop’s secretary a document dated the 1(th of June, 
executed by him, by which he purported to withdraw his resignation. 
This document was not communicated to the bishop or his secretary 
before the 16th of July. The action was commenced on the 14th of 
September, and the plaintiff, on the 22nd of September, applied to 
Grantham, J., as vacation  Jndee for an interlocutory injunction. This 
application was refused (30 Sorrcrrons’ Jovrwat, 762). The plaintiff 
ees, and the Court of Appeal, without deciding any question, 
req North, J., to advance the trial of the action, and it was accord- 
ingly now tried. On behalf of the plaintiff it was contended that the 
was invalid on three grounds —(1) that the deed of resignation 
was invalid because it was not made before the bishop in person or before 
a notary public ; (2) that the deed was void because it was made under 
pressure, on condition, and for Doe mages d consideration ; (3) that no 
was binding until it had been accepted by the ordinary, and 
might be withdrawn before such acceptance, and that the plaintiff 
thdrawn his resignation before acceptunce. 

J., overruled all these objections and dis nissed the action. 
first objection, he said that the authorities cited did not bear 
proposition. Resignation might be to the bishop in person, and 
ted it, was complete and final. But it was not suggested 
was the only mode by which a resignation could be effected. 
could not find anything in canon, statute, or common law 
essential that a resignation, to be valid, should be either 
a notary gee by an instrument attested by him and 

- He could not see why it would not be legal if 

or by the ratificaticn by the ordinary of a resignation 
person. The bishop was entitled to prescribe what 
he it require for the a of preventing any dispute, at 

, whether an incumbent actually resigned or not, and his 
not aware of any law which im any obligation on him 
a oom, he should insist upon such cases, or which pre- 
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, in any particular instance, with the 


ee ee uired in practice for his protection. And the 
bishop had stated evidence that in exceptional cases he did in 
Pp dispense with attendance before a notary, and that it would be 
very inconvenient if he could not. The bishop could not make a practice 
for himself contrary to law, but there was nothing to show that his 
practice was of that character. In the present case the bishop had 
expressly waived the appearance of the plaintiff before a notary. As to 
the second point, his lordship said it was clear that a resignation of a 
benefice must, except in the case of an exchange, be unconditional, or, as 
the old writers said, it must be made pure, sponte, absolute, et simpliciter. 
There was no evidence of any pressure applied to induce the 
plaintiff to resign. He was, no doubt, in a difficult position by reason of 
his own misconduct, but he bad free choice between resignation by his 
own act and deprivation by hostile proceedings in the Ecclesiastical Court, 
and he deliberately chose the former. There was no pecuniary considera- 
tion for the ation ; the ‘plaintiff was merely left in receipt of the 
legal emoluments of his office during the time he filled it. Nor was the 
resignation really upon any condition. It was n to fix some time 
from which the actual resignation should operate. If proceedings in 
the Ecclesiastical Court had become unavoidable, come time must 
have elapsed before any sentence of deprivation could have been M 
and the bishop acted within his powers in fixing a time at which the 
formal acceptance should be dated and declared. The plaintiffs’ argument 
must go tothis extent, that any resignation which has not to come into full 
° m at the very moment at which it was sent in and accepted, but 
only at a future time on, would be invalid. His lordship did not 
assent to this proposition. It was a confusion of language to call fixing 
the date when a resignation was to operate the insertion of a condition. 
He thought that an ) vone arrangement that a resignation should take 
effect from a named future day was not illegal. It could not prejudice 
the patron of the living, for the time for lapse ran only from the date 
when the patron had notice of the actual avoidance. As to the third 
oint, his lordship was of opinion that the sending in by the plaintiff of 
pis resignation of the 2nd of June was not an offer which required some 
acceptance by the bishop, and was revocable by the plaintiff until such 
acceptance, but that an offer was made by the bishop. to the effect that, 
if the plaintiff would place in the bishop’s hands his formal resignation 
(the formal acceptance of which declaring the benefice vacant the bishop 
would date on the Ist of October) the bishop would abstain from takin 
the threatened proceedings against the plaintiff in the Ecclesiasti 
Court. This offer was accepted by the plaintiff and acted on by the 
bishop, and after that it was impossible for the plaintiff to withdraw his 
resignation. Even if it was open to the plaintiff to withdraw his resigna- 
tion before acceptance, in his lordship’s opinion the plaintiff had not done 
so. He thought that it was not necessary that the bishop’s acceptance 
should be in writing, and that he did accept the resignation when he 
received back the deed without objection, and abstained from further 
action. At any rate, the onus was on the plaintiff to prove the withdrawal 
before acceptance, and he had failed to prove it. Moreover, according to 
the ecclesiastical law, if a man had once given up his benefice, and after- 
wards, ch g hie mind, wished to return to it again, this later 
wish- would in vain, unless some cause existed which made the 
ordinary think that the former cession should be undone and treate| as 
nothing. It was not stated in terms that this applied to a case in which 
the resignation had not been accepted, but his lordship thought that it 
did, because, if the avoidance had been oon by acceptance, a new 
presentation, institution, and induction would have been necessary, and 
such ceremonies could not be dispeused with by a mere change of mind on 
the part of the bishop and the priest. According to ecclesiastical law, as 
his lordship understood it from the authorities, a person who had tendered 
a resignation which had not been accepted, and who might withdraw it if 
matters remained as they were, was prevented from withdrawing it, even 
before acceptance, if, in consequence of the tender, any pew was in a 
different position from that in which he would have been if no tender had 
been made. The plaintiff, by sending in his resignation, procured a post- 
ponement of legal proceedings t himself, and thereby, by ecclesias- 
tical law, incapacitated himself from withdrawing it during the interval 
before the 1st of October, and this would be so even if the true view was 
that the bishop did not accept the resignation until that date. Conse- 
quently the plaintiff's attempt to withdraw his resignation failed entirely. 
—Counset, Cozens-Hardy, Q.0., and A. Young; Jelf, Q.C., Muir Muc- 
kenzie, and Mackarness. Soxicrrors, Hyde, Tandy, ¢ Mahon ; Cunliffes § 
Davenport. 





IN THE GOODS OF THOMPSON.—P. D. & A. Div., 11th January. 


ApministraTiIon—PresumptTion or Dgata—Curistian Name Unxnown— 
Evipence—Pepicresz. 


This was an application for a grant of letters of administration on 
resumption of Reath, In an administration action in the Chancery 
ivision inquiries had been directed as to the persons entitled to share in 

certain settled property, and it became necessary to prove the death of the 

children of a Mr. and Mrs. Thompson. These parties were proved to 
have had a daughter, who had married a Mr. Taylor. The deaths of Mr. 
and Mrs. Tayior were proved, but then it was alleged that there had 
also been a sor born of the marriage who had died before the birth of the 
daughter, and whose death the court was now asked to presume, there 
being no evidence as to either his Christian name or the date of his birth. 
It was proved, by production of her baptismal certificate, that the daughter 
born in » 1811. From affidavite made by two former ser- 
of the family, it appeared that Mrs. Thom had stated te each 
of them that she had had a son who had died before her daughter’s birth, 





| but, to the best of the recollection of both deponents, she had never 
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mentioned the Christian name of such son, and they both stated that when 
they were epee servants of the family the daughter was the only 
living child of Mr. and Mrs. Thompson. 

Hannen, P., said that the acthev's ctetedsent was y admissible as 
a declaration by a deceased person as to a oes of pedigree. He saw 
no reason to doubt its genuineness, and, therefore, the t might be 
made. The grant must state the surname of the and his 
Christian name was unknown. There would be a limitation as to date, 
and it would be recited in the grant that the death occurred after the date 
of the martiage, and before the date of the daughter’s birth.—Counsat, 
Bayford,Q.C. Soxrscrrons, Lindo ¢ Co. 


CASES AFFECTING SOLICITORS. 
Re ALLEN—O. A. No. 2, 12th January. 


Soricrrorn—Oosts—Preparation oF Leasr—E.ecrion To nE Parp unper 
Oupv Sysrsm—:‘‘ Berorzk UNDERTAKING aNy Busrness’’ — Sounicrrors’ 
REMUNERATION Onper or Avevst, 1882, ne. 2, 6. 


This was an appeal from the decision of Kay, J. (35 W. R. 100, ante, p. 
78), the question being at what time a solicitor was entitled to exercise he 
right of election given to him by rule 6 of the Remuneration Order of August, 
1882, to be remunerated according to the old system as altered by schedule 
II. to the order, instead of by the scale fee. Rule 2 of the order pro- 
vides that the remuneration of a solicitor ‘‘ in respect of business connected 
with . . . leases ‘ is to be regulated as follows, namely :— 
(5) In respect of leases, and agreements for leases, of the kinds men- 
tioned in part IT. of schedule I. to this order, when the trans- 
acticns shall have been completed, the remuneration of the solicitor 
having the conduct of the business is to be that prescribed in part II. of 
such schedule I.” And by rule 6, *‘ In all cases to which the aged og 
scribed in schedule I. hereto shall apply, a solicitor may, before er- 
taking any business, by writing under his hand communicated to the 
client, elect that his remuneration shall be according to the present system 
as altered by schedule II. hereto; but if no such election shall be made, 
his remuneration shall be according to the scale bed by this order.’’ 
In the présent case a summons was taken out by lessees to review a taxa- 
tion of the costs of the lessor’s solicitors, which the lessees were liable to 
pay. The question atose thus:—On the 29th of January, 1823, a lease 
was granted which contained a covenant by the lessor that he or his 
representatives would grant to the lessee or Me pe epee at his or 
their costs, new leases of the demised premises until ninety-nine years in 
the whole had been granted, every such renewed lease and the counter- 
part thereof to be prepared by the lessor’s solicitor for the time being, 
and the costs thereof paid by the lessee or his representatives. The 
perety was copyhold, and a lease of it could not be granted without the 
icence of the lord of the manor. In July, 1885, a renewed lease which 
had been granted under the covenant was about to , and on the 24th 
of July the solicitors of the persons who claimed to be entitled to a fur- 
ther renewal wrote to P., who was the representative of the original lessor, 
claiming on behalf of their clients a renewal of the lease in accordance 
with the covenant, and asking to be put in communication with P.’s 
solicitors, and that he would instruct them to — a lease accordingly. 
They offered at the same time to produce to P.’s solicitors certain docu- 
ments shewing the title of the claimants to the benefit of the covenant for 
renewal. P. took this letter to his solicitors, and on a 25 they wrote 
to the claimants’ solicitors :—‘‘ Our client has seen us ' your letter of 
yesterday addressed to him, and the matter therein referred to shall have 
our attention.’”’ P.’s solicitors were afterwards satisfied that the claimants 
were entitled to the renewal, but some delay took place in getting P. 
admitted on the rolls of the manor, and in obtaining the licence of the 
lord for the lease. This having been done, P.’s solicitors, before com- 
mencing the preparation of the draft of the lease, on the 19th of October, 
1885, gave notice in writing to P., that on the grant of the lease it was 
their intention to charge their costs thereof and incidental thereto in 
accordance with schedule II, The lease was afterwards prepared. On 
the taxation of the costs, at the instance of the lessees, it was objected 
that P.’s solicitors bad not made their election in time ‘‘ before under- 
taking the business,’’ and that they were only entitled to remuneration 
acconting to the scale fee under part II. of schedule I, The taxing master 
held that the election had been made in sufficient time, and that the 
solicitors were entitled to be remunerated according to the old system as 
altered by schedule II. Kay, J., reversed this d , holding that the 
business was ‘‘undertaken’’ on the 25th of July, when P.’s solicitors 
wrote to the solicitors of the claimants, that being a part of the business 
for which they could charge P., and being business ** connected with’’ the 
lease, and that after that it was too late for P.’s solicitors to elect under 


rule 6. 

This decision was affirmed by the Court of A (Corron, LinpizyY, and 
Lorgs, L.JJ.). Corroy, L.J., thought that it would be wrong to hold 
that, after a solicitor had done any a of the business which would be 
covered by the scale fee, he was at liberty to say that that fee would not 
pay him for the work, and that he would elect to be remunerated under 
schedule II, That would be giving the solicitor the — of accepting 
the scale fee when it would pay him and rejecting it when it would not. 
Rule 6 applied, and the question was whether the notice of election of the 
19th of ber was given early enough. That depended upon what was 
meant by the words ‘* undertaking” and “‘ business” in the rule. In his 
lordship’s opinion the word ‘‘ business” meant all that business the pay- 
ment for which would be covered by the scale fee, for, though . of 


schedule I. only spoke of the remuneration for “ and 
completing lease and counterpart,”’ yet rule 2 saad toe te remuneraticn 
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in rule 6, was obscure, and to understand it the earlier part of the order 
must be looked at. Subject to the question of election, it was obvious 
that the business eS ee IL. of 
schedule L., and it was for the solicitors to shew that they had done what 
was necessary to exclude that. Rule 6 provided that, in order to exclude, 
Looking at the facta of this case,’and the his lordship 
ng at case, correspondence, his 
could ot om any ground for that the business was undertaken 
October ; he thought it was ‘ 
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of the gran’ 
lease ; but it was difficult to say that it was not business ‘‘ connected 
— pe bon the eae See Se Seer ce oe ae pe 
ts, a solicitor ta sub-divide elect, as 
== it, ot te bepald eccaing to the Loale thle would be totally 
neonsistent with the rules. Lorgs, L.J., concurred.—Covunset, Miller, 
QO., and A. J. Allen; Haldane. Soxtorrons, Allen § Son; Parker, 
Garrett, ¢ Parker. 


Re SYKES (DECEASED)—Ohitty, J., 11th January. 


Soricrror—Oosts—ScaLz Fexs ror Coxpvcrine Sats sy Avorion—Oom- 
MISSION PAID To AvcTionEsr—Sonictrors’ Remuneration Act, 1881 (44 
& 45 Vicr. o. 44)—Gznerat Onver, scuzp. [., rant L, nx. 11. 


This was a summons to review taxation. It 
had been obtained in an administration 
real estate. The p y was situate in Yorkshire, and the plaintiff, who 
had the conduct of sale, obtained in chambers an allowance by the 
chief clerk of £23 1%s. 6d. for the auctioneer’ 0s 
surveyor’s fees, the latter sum being directed to 
tion fees. These two sums were included in the bill sent in the 
lnintiff’s solicitor for taxation together with Hams sinotating © 68 10s., 
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of the auctioneer, but that the custom in the North of England was 
different to that in the South. That might be so, but, inasmuch as rule 
11 of the General Order did not constitute any distinction between the 
custom obtaining in different parts of the kingdom, he had no option 
except to dismiss the summons.—Soticrrors, H. B. Clarke ¢ Sons, for 
W. H. ee Checkheaton, Yorks; Flower § Nussey, for Carr ¢ Cadman, 
Gomersall, Yorks. 


Ez parte THE MAYOR, &c., OF LONDON, Re THE METROPOLITAN 
AND DISTRICT RAILWAYS ACT, 1879—Kay, J., 13th January. 
Sorrcrror—‘‘ Investicatinc Trirte’’—Souictrors’ Remuneration Act, 
1881—Generat Onver, Avoust, 1882, rz. 2, scuen. I., parr I. 

This case raised the question as to a solicitor’s right to be paid the scale 

, under the General Order, ‘‘ for investigating title,’’ &., on a 
of property, where the nature of the title and the circumstances 
of the purchase were such as rendered the labour of investigation slight, 
whilst owing to the large amount of the purchase-money (over £90,000), 
the sum payable under the scale was considerable. The question arose 
out of a re-investment in land by the Corporation of London of moneys 
which had been paid into court by the above-mentioned railways in 
respect of property required for the purposes of their undertaking under 
the l Act, and of which re-investment the railways were liable to 
pay costs. The moneys had been re-invested in the purchase of the 
old Bankruptcy Court, Basinghall-street, which, under section 68 of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1861, was vested in the Commissioners of her Majesty’s 
Works and Public Buildings, and by that section was to be ‘‘appro- 
priated to such purposes as the Lord Chancellor shall direct.’”” On the 
an intimation had been given by the Solicitor to the Treasury 
that the Government did not intend to furnish any evidence of title to 
the y, but that the sale would be effected under the authority, 
and by the direction, of the Lord Chancellor, under the above section. 
The purchaser’s solicitor had previously prepared a summons for 
procuring the sanction of the court to the purchase, by which the 
usual inquiry into title was asked. On receiving the above intimation 
he referred to section 68 of the Bankruptcy Act, and subsequently 
wrote to the Solicitor to the Treasury on the subject of whether the Lord 
Chancellor had authorized the sale. The reply was that the authority 
had been given in a letter signed by the secretary, but that an authority 
signed by the Lord Chancellor himself should be procured, and it was 
procured accordingly, and a copy sent to the purchaser’s solicitor. Upon 
this he amended the summons by omitting the inquiry as to title, as he 
thought he should be able to satisfy the chief clerk that the inquiry would 
be unnecessary. In the result the chief clerk, after adjourning the matter 
for the purpose of the original of the authority from the Lord Chancellor 
—- roduced before him, sanctioned the purchase without referring 
the title to the conveyancing counsel, and the purchase was accordingly 
completed. On the taxation of the purchasers’ costs their solicitor 
claimed the scale fee for investigating the title, &c., calculated on the 
amount of the regenera: under schedule I., part I., of the General 
Order, which thus amounted to £278 15s. 7d. This the taxing master 
disallowed, on the ground that no title had been produced or investigated, 
and the purchasers now applied by summons to review his taxation. In 
support of the application it was contended that there had been an 
investigation of the title, for the chief clerk would not have sanctioned 
the purchase except upon being satisfied that the title was a good one, and 
that Re The Merchant Taylors’ Co. (33 W. R. 693, 30 Ch. D. 28) established 
that a solicitor was equally entitled to the scale fee whether the title was 
inquired into by the court or not. On behalf of the railway companies, 
it was contended that there had been no investigation into the title, as 
the vendors had stipulated that they were not to shew any ; the reference 
to the general Act of Parliament under which their title arose amounted 
to no more than a proviso by a vendor that a purchaser should assume 
that he was seised in fee; and that Re Lacey §¢ Sons (32 W. R. 233, 25 
Ch. D. 301) shewed that, where the work included in the schedule was 
not in fact ‘ormed, the scale fee was not payable. 

Kay, J., decided in favour of the claim. His lordship said that he was 
sorry not to be able to agree with the taxing master, but there had clearly 
been an investigation of the title by the purchaser's solicitor. The reason 
the Solicitor to the refused to furnish evidence of title obviously 
was merely because the Act of Parliament, on which the vendor’s title 
tested, was ectly accessible to the purchasers. But there was, never- 
theless, a title to investizate, and the purchaser's solicitor would have 
been wanting in his duty to his clients if he had not investigated it. 
And that he, in fact, did so, was shewn by the fact that, not being satis- 
fied with the sufficiency of the authority to sell, he required, and obtained, 
the further authority from the Lord Chancellor. The question as to 
the commissioners’ power of sale was one that required careful considera- 
tion. And had the solicitor allowed the matter to be referred to the con- 

counsel to the court, in that case there would clearly have been 
an inv tion of title within the General Order. His lordship added 
that it was no part of his duty to consider whether the result of the Act 
of Parliament and of the General Order was to produce hardship or not. 
It was true that this was by no means the first case in his court where 
the scale had resulted in grons overpayment, but presumably the Legisla- 
ture intended the bility of this ing so. In this case an investiga- 
of title had clearly taken place, and he was compelled, though with 
tance, to differ from the taxing master, and to allow the summons, 
costs.—Oounsz1, Sir A. Watson, Q.C., Tweedy ; Farwell. Soxscrrors, 
Hi. Crawford ; Baxters ¢ Co. 
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retirement of the Irish Lord Chief Justice is announced. It is 
that the Irish Attorney-General, Mr. Holmes, will succeed to the 
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LAW SOCIETIES. 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The following notices of motion have been given for the special general 
meeting to be held on Friday, the 28th inst., at 2 o’clock:— _ 

Mr. H. E. Gribblewill call attention to the resolution of thesociety passed 
at the annual provincial meeting held at York on the 12th and 13th of 
October, 1886, and subsequently approved by the council, and will move : 
“That a committee be appointed to consider and report to the council 
on the measures necessary to be taken with the object of assimilating 
the practice in England generally to that which prevails in the North of, 
England with respect to the employment and remuneration of auctioneers. 
That the committee (of whom ten shall be a quorum) shall consist of 
members of the society, to be named at the meeting, with power to add 
to their number. That it be an instruction to such committee to especially 
invite the co-operation of members familiar with the practice in the 
North of England.’’ 

Mr. F. K. Munton will ask: ‘‘What steps have been taken by the 
council in relation to the resolution passed at the last annual meeting as 
to the questions with the Middlesex registry ?’’ and will move: “ That the 
special committees’ county court report be remitted back to such com- 
mittee for reconsideration, with the aid of the council’s observations 
thereon, and especially in conjunction with the official rules and regula- 
tions promulgated since the —— was drawn up—the committee to have 
power (with the concurrence of the council) to add to their number.”’ 

Mr. Samuel Day will move: ‘‘That the following be added to the 
existing rules of the Law Society Club: ‘The committee, notwithstanding 
anything to the contrary in these rules, shall have power, subject to the 
approbation of a majority of the members voting at a general meeting 
specially called forthe purpose, to elect, as honorary member, any person 
not being a member of the Incorporated Law Society.’ ”’ ‘ 

Mr. J. J. Coulton will move: ‘ (1) That, at the annual provincial meet- 
ings of this society, a printed copy of all the papers be handed to every 
member on application at the place of meeting or during the meeting. 
(2) That the papers be taken as read and the whole time of the meeting de- 
voted to their discussion. (3) That the papers be grouped into sections, and 
the time apportioned to each section in proportion to quantily and im- 

rtance. (4) That no speaker be allowed more than ten minutes. (5) 

at the author of a paper should have the right of reply. (6) That no 
thanks be given to any member or official of the society.’ ; 

Mr. Charles Ford will ask: ‘‘(1) Is the president of the society, and 
are the members of the council, unanimously of opinion that the Law Club 
(us constituted after the commencement of my Chancery action in regard 
to the old club) is beneficial to the general body of members of the society ; 
what is the estimated value of the premises occupied by the club; and 
what is the present number of members of the club who are members of 
the society? (2) Referring to the statements made by Mr. Roscoe, when presi- 
dent of the society, at general meetings held in July, 1885, and January, 
1886, as to the Students’ Fee Fund created by ion 8 of the Solicitors 
Act, 1877, what is the sum now available for legal education in connection 
with that section?” And will move: ‘‘(1) This meeting, whilst recogniz- 
ing the good intentions of the council in small grants recently made to 
Liverpool and Newcastle-on-Tyne for educational purposes, is of opinion 
that these and similar grants should be larger in amount, and should be 
made without the conditions hitherto imposed by the council. (2) That 
the interests of solicitors and the public require that many public legal 
appointments, from which solicitors are at present excluded, should be 
thrown open to them.”’ 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Finat ExaMrnatIon. 
Under the Solicitors Act, 1877. 


Subjects of examination in the year 1888 :— 

1. The Principles of the Law of Real and Personal Property, and the 
Practice of Conveyancing. ‘ 

2. The Principles of Law and Procedure in matters usually determined 
or administered in the Chancery Division of the High Court of Justice. 
3. The Principles of Law and Procedure in matters usually determined or 

administered in the Queen’s Bench Division of the High Court of 

Justice, and the Law end Practice of Bankruptcy. 

4. The Principles of Law and Procedure in matters usually determined or 
administered in the Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty Division of the 
High Court of Justice; Ecclesiastical and Oriminal Law and Practice ; 
and Proceedings before Justices of the Peace. 

Candidates are required to give notice in writing forty-two days at least 
before the date of the examination to the Secretary of the Incorporated 
Law Society, Chancery-lane, London, 

Candidates are also required, at the same time, to leave with the secre- 
tary of the society their articles of clerkship and supplemental articles (if 
any), and certificate of having passed the hetemnpeitche examination, to- 
gether with answers to the questions as to due service and conduct, to be 
answered by the candidate and his principal and agent if any. Prints of 
these questions can be obtained on application at the office of the Incor- 
po Law Society. 

Where articles of clerkship expire between: 10th January and 15th 
April candidates may be examined in January, 1888; between 14th 
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April and 22nd May in April, 1888 ; between 21st May and 2nd November | Mr. Tuomas Kennepy Ramsay, a Paisne Judge of the Court of 
in June, 1888; between lst November, 1888, and llth January, 1889, | Queen’s Bench at Quebec, died at St. Hi on the 22nd ult. 
in November, 1888; or at any subsequent examination. Mr. Justice Ramsay was the youngest son of Mr. David , of Grim- 

The examinations in 1888 will held at the hall of the society, | met, Ayrshire, and was born in 1826. He was educated at the Ayr 
Chancery-lane, London [the dates of the examinations will be published Academy, and at the University of St. and he was called to 
in July next]. the bar in Lower Oanada. He was secretary to the for the 


Candidates who fail to pass, or attend at the examivation for which they 
have given notice, may attend at any subsequent examination. A renewed 
notice must, in that case, be given fourteen days, at least, before the date 
of such subsequent examination. 

The fee payable on giving notice of examination is £5, for a renewed 
notice £2 10s., and for the honours examination £1. Cheques or post- 
office orders should be crossed ‘‘ Messrs. Goslings & Sharpe.” 





LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


The society held its usual quarterly meeting at the Law Institution, 
Chancery-lane, on Tuesday, January 11th; Mr, E. P. Bilbrough in the 
chair; when, owing to the prolonged discussion of special business, the 
subject on the agenda paper was not reached. 





PRESTON LAW DEBATING SOCIETY. 


The first general meeting of this society for session 1886—87 was held 
on the 7th inst. The chair was occupied by Mr. W. E. M. Tomlinson, 
M.P., barrister-at-law. Six legal queries were discussed and satisfactorily 
settled. The following case was then ed :—‘ Should the case of 
Blackburn, Low, § Co. v. Vigors be poe yon appeal to the House of 
Lords?’’ In this case, which was one on marine insurance, a principal 
appointed an agent to effect a policy of insurance on his ship. Before the 
agent could effect it he discovered that the ship was lost. He told his 
principal that he could not effect an insurance, but concealed the fact 
that the ship was lost. The principal then appointed another agent to 
try to effect an insurance, and this ag succeeded. Was the policy 
effected by the second agent good ? r. A. Bush opened the case on 
behalf of the affirmative, and he was supported by Messrs. A. W. Lady- 
man and R. A. McNab. Mr. Rawsthorne upheld the negative contention, 
and he was followed by Messrs. T. H. Clarke and H. Whiteside. After 
Mr. Rawsthorne had summed up and Mr. Bush replied, the chairman very 
impartially summed up and put the question to the jury, when 1t was 
unanimously decided for the negative—i.¢., that the policy entered into 
by the second agent was void, and, therefore, that the case ought not to 
be reversed on appeal to the House of Lords. A vote of thanks to the 
chairman brought the proceedings to a termination. 








LEGAL NEWS. 


OBITUARY. 


Serjeant Wiru1am Bavuantine died at Margate on the 9th inst., at the 
age of seventy-five. The deceased was the eldest son of Mr, William 
Ballantine, magistrate at the Thames Police-court, and was born in 1812. 
He was educated at St. Paul's School. He entered at the Inner Temple 
at an early age, and, after having been a pupil in the chambers of the late 
Baron Watson, was called to the bar in Trinity Term, 1834. He selected 
the Home Circuit, and for over twenty years he practised at the Central 
Criminal Court and at the Middlesex Sessions. He was for several years 
a revising barrister, and he soon acquired a large criminal practice, besides 
being extensively employed in licensing business. In 1856 he was created 
a serjeant-at-law (at the same time with the late Serjeant Parry), and he 
gradually acquired a leading civil business both on circuit and in London, 
while holding special briefs in criminal cases. In 1863 he received a 
patent of precedence, and for the next fifteen years he occupied a leadi: 

osition at the Oommon Law bar. He was a powerful cross-examiner, an 

is tact and powers of sarcasm rendered him very successful with juries. He 
often appeared as leading counsel for the large railway companies, and he 
was frequently successful in defeating fraudulent claims to com 
He was also largely employed in election petitions. It would be ble 
here to enumerate all the important cases in which Mr. eant 
Ballantine was engaged, but we may mention among criminal cases 
Reg. v. Manning, Reg. v. Muller, Reg. v. Baker, the Rachel case, the Overend 
and Gurney case, the Boulton and Park case, and among civil cases the 
Chetwynd divorce case, the Mordaunt divorce case, and the Risk Allah Bey 
case. He was also leading counsel for the plaintiff in the Zichborne eject- 
ment suit. In 1875 he went to India, being specially retained for the 
defence of the Guikwar of Baroda, when he was understood to have 
received the unprecedented fee of 10,000 guineas. His health gave way 
about six years ago, and since that time he had — ceased to 
practice. About five years ago he published two volumes of “ Experi- 
ences of a Barrister’s Life,” which contained some amusing experiences 
of professional and social life. He afterwards went to the United States 
on a lecturing tour, which was not believed to have been successful, and 
on his return he published another work, entitled ‘‘From the Old 
World to the New.” Mr. Serjeant Ballantine was a bencher of the 
Inner Temple. He had filled the office of treasurer of Serjeant’s-inn, in 
which capacity he carried out the sale and division of the property of that 
society. He was married in 1845 to the daughter of Mr. George 
but he had been a widower for many years. only son, Mr. W: 
Henry Walter Ballantine, was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in 
Hilary Term, 1871, and is a member of the South-Eastern Circuit. 





Codification of the Laws of Lower Canada. He was assistant 
the Superior Court of Canada from 1870 to 1873, when he was 
a Puisne Judge of the Court of Queen’s Bench at Quebec. 


E 


Mr. Tuomas Prarrt, barrister, died at B ny Finchley, on the 
14th ult, in his eighty-seventh year. Mr. was the fourth son of Mr. 
Samuel Platt, was born in 1800. He was educated at St. s 
School. He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Trinity Term, 1826, 
and he had for many years a considerable practice as a conveyancer. He 
was the author of a work on the Law of Covenants, of - 


a well 
to the chdect daughter of Me Sohn Hugh Smyth Pigott, eae ry 
to the eldest ter 0! 5 
Somersetshire. » > became a widower in 1853, and he was married 
secondly, in 1859, to the eldest daughter of Mr. Charles Phillips, Oom- 
missioner of the Insolvent Debtors Court. 





APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Epwarp Macnacursx, Q.C., M.P., who has been same a 
Lord of Appeal in Ordinary on the of Lord Black the 
second son of the late Sir Edmund Workman ten, Bart., and 
was born in 1830. He was formerly Fellow of Trinity Co a Cambridge, 
where he graduated in the first class of the Classical Tripos, 
Chancellor's Medallist, and a Senior Optime in 1852. He was called to 
the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in H Term, 1857. He was Secretary to the 
Chancery Funds Commission. e became a Queen’s Counsel in 1880, 
and he has since practised in the Rolls Court and before Mr. Justice Chitty. 
He was M.P. for the county of Antrim in the Conservative interest from 
of Lincoln’s-inn. He is married to the daughter of the late Mr. Baron 
Martin. 

The Right Hon. Sir Henry Tuvurstan Hortann, Bart., G.O.M.G., 
M.P., who succeeds Mr. Stanhope as Secretary of State for the Colonies, 
is the eldest son of Sir Henry Holland, Bart., M.D., and was born in 
1825. He was educated at Harrow and at Trinity College, Cam 
He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1849, 
and he formerly practised on the Northern He was to 
the Common Law Commission, and he was Assistant U - of 
State for the Colonies from 1870 till 1874. He was M.P. for Midhurst in 
the Conservative interest from 1874 till 1885, when he was elected M.P, 
for Hampstead. In June, 1885, he was Financial Secretary to 
the Treasury, and two months afterwards he was appointed Vice-Presi- 
dent of the Committee of the Council on Education, and was sworn in as 
a member of the Privy Council. He went out of office in February, 
1886, but he was re-appointed in the July following. Sir H. Holland was 
created a Knight Grand Cross of the Order of St. Michael and St. 
George in 1885. He is a bencher of the Inner Temple, a magistrate 
for Surrey, and a deputy-lieutenant for Middlesex. 


The ht Hon. Epwarp pera mre | barrister, M.P., of State 
for the Colonies, has been a of State for War. Mr. 
Stanhope is the second son fifth Earl and was born m 


1840. He was educated at Harrow, and at Christ Oxford, where 
he graduated B.A. in 1862, and he was subsequently 


Children in cul and he was M.P. for Mid Lincolnshire from 1874 
Gi 1855, whee he wes seburned, Ser the Homnoastle Division of that coms 
Mr. Stanhope was Secretary to the Board of Trade from 1875 till 1 

Under-Secretary of State for India from 187 


Presideut of the Board of Trade from August, 1885, till 
He was appointed Secretary of State for the Colonies in J 


Mr. Atrrep Mitwer, barrister, who has been appointed Private 
Secre' to the Chancellor of the Exchequer, is the only son of Dr. 
Charles Milner, and was born in 1854. He 
College, Oxford, where he first class in Classics in 1876. He 
obtained the Hertford Sch in 1874, the 
and the Derby Scholarship and the Eldon Law mga in 
he was subsequently elected a fellow of New College. 
called to the bar at the Inner Temple in January, 1881, and he is 
member of the Midland Circuit. 

Mr. Evwarp Braprorp Mepiycorr, barrister, has succeeded to 
Baronetcy on the death of his elder brother, Sir ee ee eee 
cott. Sir E. Medlycott is the second son of the late Sir William 
Medlycott, and was born ii 1832. He was educated at Merton College, 
Oxford. He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Michaelmas Term, 
1855, and he practises on the Western Circuit. 


Mr. Witt1am Bowsn Rowzanps, Q.C., M.P., has been appointed a 
Magistrate for Cardiganshire. 


E 
g 
; 
i 
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Jame Serena a Fy Rn. 
eeeand or ee Division of Gloucestershire. Mr. Evans was 
admitted a solicitor in 1874 
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Mr. Tuomas Prrestman, solicitor, of Hull, has been elected President of 
the Hull In ted Law Society for the ensuing year. Mr. Priestman 
was admitted a solicitor in 1868. 


Mr. Joun Denyinc Packman, solicitor, of Okehampton and Exeter, 
has been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme 
Court of Judicature. 


Mr. Faspextcx Marruzw Dar.ey, Q.C., of Sydney, has been appointed 
Chief Justice of the Colony of New South Wales in succession to Mr. 
Julian Salomons, resigned. 

Mr. Witttam Storer OCoxtrns, solicitor (of the firm of Collins & Son), of 
Bath, has been op inted a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the 
Supreme Court of Judicature. 

The Right Hon. Epwaro Pieypett Bovverts, barrister, has been 
elected Chairman of the Wiltshire Quarter Sessions. 

Lord Epuunp Firzmavnice, barrister, has been elected Deputy-Chair- 
_ Quarter Sessions for Wiltshire, on the resignation of Judge Cail- 


Mr. G. Mayor Oooxz, of Gray’s-inn-square, has been appointed a Com- 
missioner to take Acknowledgments of Married Women in respect of 
Property in India, also a Commissioner for Oaths of the High Court at 
Fort William. 

Mr. Wynnz E. Baxren has been appointed a Commissioner of the 
Supreme Court of South Australia for taking Affidavits. 


PARTNERSHIPS DISSOLVED, 


James Bornron and Watrer Foster, solicitors (Bointon & Foster), | 


Leeds. Dec, 31 

Samvuzt. Rowxizs Parrison, Carr Wiec, Witt1am Gurney, and Witt1aMm 
Kina, solicitors (Pattison, Wigg, Gurney, & King), 11, Queen Victoria- 
street, London, so far as concerns the said William Gurney. Jan. 1. 

Jounxn Warwick Hicxr and Wii11am Granam, solicitors (Hickin & 
Graham), 29, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. Jan. 1. 

Joux Howarp Jonzs, Bruck Macrnerson Broavroot, and ALrrep 
Ortver Broveuton, solicitors (Howard Jones & Co.), Liverpool, as regards 
the said Bruce Macpherson Broadfoot. The said John Howard Jones and 
Alfred Oliver nae gone will continue to carry on the said practice under 
the style of Howard Jones and Broughton. Dec. 31. 

Joun Epwarp Marspen and Witu1am Lysuinotron Wi.t1Ams, solicitors 
(Mareden, Williams, & Co.), Wakefield. Dec. 20. (Gazette, Jan. 7.] 


Gronos Hierzet and Wittovenny Iieext, solicitors (Hirtzel & Ibert), 
Exeter and Okehampton. Dec. 31. 

Epwix Morris and Wituiam Henry Makin Draper, solicitors (Morris 
& Draper), Liverpool. Dec. 31. { Gazette, Jan. 11.]} 


GENERAL. 


Arthur Foster, a clerk to a firm of Birmingham solicitors, who obtained 
£5,700 from Meeers. White & Sons, solicitors, of Bedford-row, by forgery, 
was on Wednesday sentenced to fifteen years’ penal servitude. 


At the opening of the law courts at Dublin a statue of the late Lord 
O’ Hagan, which had been erected between the portals of the Queen’s 
Bench and Common Pleas Courts, was unveiled. 


The Solicitor-General, speaking at Plymouth on Saturday, said he 
hoped that when the House of Commons had time to deal with practice! 

he might be allowed to do his part in improving and codifying 
the law of libel. 


A return showing the number of receiving orders in the High Court, 
and in the several county courts having Bankruptcy jurisdiction in 
England and Wales, in the quarters ended respectively Decem- 
ber 31, 1886, 1885, and 1884, and in the twelve months ended respectively 
December 31, 1886, 1885, and 1884, is published in the Gazette. The numbers 
were for the quarter ending December 31, 1886, 1,271; quarter endin, 
December 31, 1885, 1,030; quarter ending December 31, 1884, 928; 1 
months en December 31, 1886, 4,860; 12 months ending December 
31, 1885, 4,345; and'12 months ending December 31, 1884, 3,231. 








COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rota OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date. AppEat Court AppEat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
e N OnITTY. 


0. 1. No. 2. Kay. 
Trond 4 Mr, Garsington Mr. Pemberton Mr. Lavie Mr. Koe 
«ee Vi 


1 lowes Carringto: Jack 
ew t Pemberton Lavie “ Koo 
| nme low: Carrin; kson 
,Jan.... 21 Leach Pemberton Lavie ow Koe 
Saturday... 22 Godfrey Clowes Carrington Jackson 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
. = Norra. am yg KEKEWICH. 
anuary 17 Mr, . Ward Mr, 
i a i Ss 
a Godfrey Pagh 





Leach King Beal 





COURT OF APPEAL. 
HILARY SITTINGS, 1887. 
(Continued from page 171.) 
FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION, THE PROBATE, DIVORCE 
AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION (PROBATE AND DIVORCE), 
AND THE COUNTY PALATINE AND STANNARIES COURTS. 


Henderson v Rothechild & Sons app of plt from jdgt of V C Bacon, dated 20 
June, 1886 Aug 13 

In re The Queensland Steam Shipping Co ld & Co’s Acts Expte C Parbury & 
ors ap * -—— from order of Mr Justice North dismissing petn for winding 
up order Aug 

In 3 The Trade Mark “ Normal” No. 54259 & Patents, &c, Act, 1883 app of 
pot ggg o . Mr Justice Chitty allowing preliminary objection to regi:- 

on 

Woodward v m & Co app of defts from order of V C Bacoa, dated 30 
Aug, 1886 Aug 20 

Ia re Rendell, dec Hood v Rendell app of defts from jadgt of Mc Justice Kay, 
dated 28 July, 1886 Aug 26 

7 w en app of pit fron judgt of M+ Justice S:irling, date! 24 Jaly 

ug 

Jones v Powell (oopeiraction) m4 of H J Jones from part of order of Mr 
Justice Chitty, 10 Aug, 1886 Aug 27 

In re Minne, dec Minns v rews (construction) app of plt from order of Mr 
Justice Kay, dated 11 Aug, 1886 Aug 28 

In re Prosser, dec Rickwood vy Prosser (construction) app of plts from order 
of V C Baoon, dated 9 Aug, 1886 Aug 28 

Biscoe v Jackson app of Attorney-Gen. from order of Mr Justice Kay, dated 9 
Aug, 1886 refusing to vary Chief Clerk’s certificate Sept 2 

Buckmaster v Buckmaster (coustructiun of settlement) app of L C Seaton from 
order of V C Bacon, da’ed 14 Aug, 1885 Seot 3 

In re Boyse, dec Crofton v Crofton app of Philippe Can from order of Mr 
Justice North, dated 3 Aug, 1886 Sept 2 (security or Nov 17) 

Probate Joseph Crane & ors v Edward Crane & ant app of pits from judgt of 
the President dismissing action for revocation of Probate Sept 3 

In re London & Leeds Bank Id & Co's Acta app of T Noton from order o 
e ' _" Grantham, dated Sept 22, 1886, petition to wini up Uo 


In re Paul Raoul de Faucheux and other Persons interested in No 21 Lichfield 
Street, Soho (expte M litan Board of Works) app of Jas McLachlan & 
ors from order of Mr Ji North, da'ed 19 Jaly, 1836 Oct 16 

In reG HC Pickel, ded Clans v Pickel (coastruxtion of Will) app of deft 
Freédk Schwiering from order of V C Bacon, dated 7 May, 1886 Nov { 

In re Appin No 38,891 by Adolphe Arbenz, of W: Merchant, and Chis 
Osborne & Co’s (No 689) opposition thereto, and Patents &o Act, 1883 app of 
C Osb rne & Co from order of Mr Justice Kay, dated 2 Aug, 1886, dec'sring 
title to register Nov 3 


Knight v Greenway app of pit from crder of V C Bacon, dated 8 Jaly, 1886, for- 


account of mortgage security by equitable transferee Nov 3 

In re W P Grey and H H Lawrence's Settlement Trusts Acason vy Greenwood 
epp of dft F A Greenwood from orders of Mr Jastice North, dated 29 Jaly 
and 29 October, 1856 Nov 5 

Gay & Co v Churchill & ors app of pits from jdgt of Mr Justice Stirling, dated 
9€ July, 1886 Nov6 

Raoue Smith app of dit from jigt of V C Bacon, dated 8 Novembe-, 1886 

ov 

Probate Owen Jones v Pierce Evans app of plt Owen Jones from jae of Me 
Ja tice Butt, dated 27 October, against Will of 27 Jan, 1885 Nov 16 

I. re the National Trust Cold & Co’s Acts Petition of Walker & Co “Pe. of 
the company from wicdiog up order of Mr Justice Nortb, dated uv 
16 (eecurity ordered Nov 2 

Harris & Sons v Rothwell (Patent) app of plts from order of Mr Justice Chitty, 
dated 29 October, 1886, on special oase as to prior pablicition Nov 16 

la re Arthur Ernest Werd, of Oxford, 8 licitor app of Mr A E Ward from order- 
ot V C Bacon, dated 8 November, refusing m tion for review of tixstioa Nov 


17 

In re the Barangah Oil Refining Co ld & Co's Acts app of W P Arnot from re 
fooat 2 Mr Justice North, dated Nov 3, to remove from list of co atribatories 

ov 

— v — app of dft {rom jdgt of Mr Justice Stirling, dated 13 Nov, 

ov 

MacDougall v Knight of pit in person from order of Mr Justice North, dated 
23 Nov, on summons otay Chief Clerk’s Certifixate Nov 23 » 

In re Edwin W Crosley, deo Muans v Burn (Ayecougi’s Claim) app of dit 
Wm Bun from order of V C Bavon, dated November 5, admitting claim as 
5 ng dec Hallett v Hastings of dft Robert 

In re Dowager vy Hastings, v app 0 
Keane from refusal of Me Justice Kay, dated 10 Nov, to vary Chief Clerk's 
Certificate Nov 256 

In re Sion ey London Estate and College Act», 1875 & 1884, and L C C Act, 
1845 Expte Mayor & of London (cons'raction of 80th sec of L CC Act) app 
of Mayor & of from order of Mr Justice Kay, dated 11 Nov, refusing 
costs of re-investment out of College Funds Nov 25 

In re the Emperor Life Aesurance Soc Id (Cos Acts, 1862, 1867; Cos Arrt Act, 
1870; Life Aesce Acts, ge Bone app of Thomas Bennett, a creditor, from 
refasal of Mr Justice Kay, dated 18 Nov, to admit claim as policy holder Nov 


26 

In re Mesers Wilton & Sons, of Batb, Solicitors In re Trench’s Settle nent 
dated 28 Aug, 1845 In re Trench and Horwood’s Settlement, da'ed 7 Ootober, 
1846 ot T H Horwood (surviving Trastee) from refasal of V C Bscoa, 
dated 13 July, to direct repayment of sums retained forc sts Nov 30 

lee y Te in 00 SE Seeeg & Sapes Soten. past of jigt of V C Bacon, dated 


June 23, c 

In re Palace ld and Co's Acts app of H P Sharp from ref.sal 
of Mr Justice Kay, dated 13 Nov, to windupCo Dec 2 

In re the Medlical Attendance Assce Assoc ld and Co’s Acts app of Official ar 
éator from order of Mr Justice North, dated 4 Nov, refusing to place D A 
Onslow on list of Deo 4 ; 

| halen app of pit from jdgt of V C Bacon, date 21 July, 1886 


Jan. 15, 1887 q 
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In re H Chillingworth. dec White v Heath app of dft Frances Heath from 
order of Mr Justice Kay, dated Nov 20, 1886 Dec7 

In re Herbert H Suge, dec Surg v Sugg app of dfte frox jégt of Mr Justice 
Stirling, dated 1 Jaly, 1886 Dec 7 

Lever & Co v Goodwin Bros app of dfte from jdgt of Mr Justice Chitty, dated 
Deo 2, 1886 Deo 14 

Frail v Tull & anr of aft H G Chandless from jdgt of Mr Justice Kekewich, 
dated 17 Nov, 1886 14 

Wa‘dell v Fane app of A J Russell & ors from refusal of mota by Mr Justice 
North, dated 26 Nov, not to draw up order on fur con Deo 16 

Bisooe v Jackson app of dfts Rachel Atkinson, widow, aad ors from order of 
Mr Justice Kay, dated Nov 9, 1886 Dec 17 

In re the Eberhardt Co id and Co’s Acts appof & H Tamplia and ors exors of 
R Towne, from refusal of Mr Jastice Kay, dated Nov 30, 1886 Deo 17 

In re Chas Muffett, dec Jones v Maton app of pits from refusal of Mr Justice 
~~ dated Nov 29, to vary Chief Clerk’s Certificate Dec 21 

Hall v Bromley app of pits from jdgt of Mr Justice Kekewioh, dated Doo 18, 

t 
“eo app of dfts from jdgt of Mr Justice Kekewich, dat-d Deo 7, 
ec 

Francis v Willson app of pit from order of Mr Justice Kay, dated Deo 11, dis- 

charging order for foreclosure Deo 31 


Appeals from the County Palatine Court of Lancaster. 
From [nterlocutory Orders, 
1886. 

In re Thos Etty, Ge.t, one, &o, and In re Toxteth Brewery C» & Co's Acts 
and Chancery Lancaster Ac's app of liquidator from refusal of Vics-Chancellor 
to direct account and payment of assets in hands of solicitor Oct 4 (S O till 
Bills taxed) 

From Final Orders and Jadgments. 
1886, 

Wilson y The Miles Platting Permanent Benefit — Society app of pit 
fiom jigt of the Vice-Chancellor, dated 25 March, 1886 Oct 23 

Hinchliffe v Sheridan & ors app of aft Sheridan from jdgt of the Vice-Chancellor 
dated 16 August, 1886 Dec 16 


N B.~The County Palatine Appeals as the dates of setting down are reache! in 
the General and Separate Lists are set aside and taken on the first Thursday 
in every Sitting, and afterwards on the first Thareday in the following months 
during the Sittiogs. 

N.B.—During Hilary Sittings Palatine Appeals (if any reached) will be ‘akea 
on the following ae viz :— 

hureday, January 13. 
Thursday, February 3, 
Thuredsy, March 2 


From Orders made on Interlocutory Motions in the Chancery Division. 
Separate List. 
1886. 


In re J. G. Alford, des Hunt v Parry app of plt from Mr Justice Peatso. re- 
fusing allowance of ee out of estate for maintenance and edacation, dated 
5 April, 1886 April 22 (S O Feb 2) 

Ia re Hilleary & Taylor, solrs In re Hilleary & Hilleary, solra app of Messrs 
Hillary & Taylor from Mr Justice Kay disallowing objections to taxation 
July 17 (8 O Feb 14) 

Faes v Ganter app of pit from Mr Jastice Stirling (tins as Vacation Judge) 
refusing to restrain erection of buildiags, dated 1 Sept, 1886 Sept 24 

Leslie v Cave app of dft from refusal of Mr Justice North, dated Nov 12, to order 
trial of issues of fact with a jury in Derby Dec 3 (escurity ordered Dec 8) 

Pr. bate Jennens & ors vy Eari Beauchamp &anr app of from Mr Justice 
Butt on 3 af, alicming Registrar's order striking out pit Cook’s name & for 
recur it © 

Eden, Bart v Weardale Iron & Coal Cold app of Ecoles! Commrs from order of 
Mr Justice Kay, dated Nov 26, giving leave to deliver interrogatories Dec 16 

Bateman v Poplar Board of Works app of pits from order of Mr Justice North 
dat d Deo 12, refusing to restrain offensive smells under defendauts’ control 
Dee 17 

Dacewell vy Jacobs app of pits from refasal of Mr Justice Chitty, dated Deo 10, 
to strike out defence Dec 21 

Riddell v Earl of Strathmore app of pit from order of Mr Justice North, dated 
Nuv 25, to strike out amended claim Deo 21 

Hester v Hester appof C K Kibble and ors (Mortgagecs) from order of Mr 
Justice Kay, dated Dec 4, 1886, refusing to very i exing Master's Certificate 
D.o 23 

Haddock v Barton Haddook vy Brown app of dft Suean Campbell, from onder of 
Mr Justice Stirling, dated Nov 30, confirming conditional contract Dec 24 

Rogerson v Lord Revelstoke Lord Revelstoke v Rogerson of ylts io first 
action from order of Mr Justice Chitty, dated Nov 26, for trial of issues D.c 30 





FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH AND PROBATE, DIVORCE, AND 
ADMIRALTY (ADMIRALTY) DIVISIONS. 


Timwins v Dickinson app of def: from jadgt of the Master of the Rolls at trial 
without a jary in Middlesex July 23 (abated by bankrop‘cy) 

Robinson v Dake of Buc leuch and Qaeensberry app of dett from judgt of Mr 
Jastice Stephen at trial wihout a jary at Leivester July 26 

Watts, Ward & Co v Poingdestre, Meenier & Co app of plte from judgt of Baron 
Hu.cleston at trial at Newcastle July 26 

Mozon v Marquis of Townshend app of pit from judgt of Mr Justice Wills at 
trial without a jary in Middlesex July 29 

Lyelt v eomaty app of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Stephen at trial in Middle- 
sex July 

Pedder & anr v Hunt app of plaintiffs from jadgt of Justice Manisty at trial 
without a jury io Middiesex July 30 

Keyes, Widow v Hayes (horse pape app of plt from jadg of Lord Justice 
bowen at trial without a jury in M sex July 31 

Furber & ors v Cobb app of pits from jadgt of Lord Justice Bowen at trial 

without a jury in Middlesex July 31 


Morgan & Hardy & (Richard Fothergill party of Richard 
PR cay 4 jui f> Mr Justice yy at tala ae uk : ae 
v anr defts 
Mr Jestico Denmon 04 trial Saeelet clatm at wom Sept 14 bs he 


by order) 
The Oldham Our Lady’s Sick aod Barial v & ors of defts 
trom jaigt of Mr Justoe A L Smith SF tad Goad ces at Menshester 


Aug 
The Met Ry Co v The Met District Ry Co and Met & District Joint Conimittes 
app of cam Some fanee S the Master of the Rolle at trial without a jury in 


arol agreement) of from judgt of Mr Justice 
Grenthom ot trial Cheese torr of ya de Res ; 
Ship Augusta ( ) Owners of the Chilian & ors v Owners of the Augusta 
& freight app of defts from jadgt of the President, dated 26 July, 1836 
stip “Be dag (pen conan Broker & of pit from 

0) v anr 
jad of Me Justis Batt, deved 28-3 186 Aug 10 fe Ahn. ok sob 
The Briti-h Matual Banking Co ld v Charnwood Forest Ry Oo frp ot 
@eft: from order of Myr Renney San tase eat a de ee 
Lord Chief Justice ir Middlesex Aug 11 
Duncombe v Davey, Widow (extrix) app of deft from judgt of Mr Justis 
Stephen at trial in Middlesex Aug 11 
Huxley v The Weet London wm Ry Co of in from ja tgt 
of the Lord Chief Justice at trial with « jury fa ag 12 
Opp»rt v Beaumont & anr opp of 't from judgt of Lord Jastice Fry at trial in 
Geite & Wite'y suovacs & ore Westng a Stebass anil Od pp Of pts trom fats 
ifev ors trading as oO rom 

eco s Bisa sep of puta panewentatey aoe sie Mathew at trial 
ose v Bloxam app of pit in al rt ’ Ww 
in Middlesex O@2 20600 ar. 
Rose v Tbe Official General Permanent Bonefit Bocie'y why pit ia 


per .on from inde of Master of the Rolls at trial ia Middlesex Oct 

Bayabaw v Tylor end in re an isterplesder iseue tetweea Drew v Josolyne app 
of pits in issue from judgt of Mr Justice Field at trial in Middlevex Oct 22 

Young & ors v Smith and ora app of plte from judgt of Baron Huddleston at 
trial at Newcastle Ovt 23 

Denison vy Thompson & anr app of defts from juigt of Mr Justics Grantham at 
trial at Leeds Oot 26 

Easterbrook & ors v J Gibb & Co app of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Gr.n'- 


ham at trial at Leeds Nov 3 
woneg be ye app of defts fram jdgt 


The Cape of Good Hope Bank, 14, v B 
of Mr Jastice Mathew at trial in Mi ov 

Eberles Hotels and Restaurant Co, 14, vy EB Jonas & Bros app of pit Co fron 

BS pee kd yp 
oe Hire Puro aroich'n v Kean s from ja c 
Jastice Stephen at trial ia iddtooex Novs Aijeoe 

a app of pit from juigt of Mr Justice Cave at trial in Mid- 


Nov 10 
The United K Matual oes ne A+soo, ld v Nevill app of pit’ 
w.... judgt of Mr Justice Grove at tral in Middiesex Nov 11 
essenger 


seat of pit from judgt of Mr Justice A L Smith at trial 
at Carlisle Nov i orp of pt = 
The Chartered Bank of India, Australia, and China v Fernie & Sons & ors app 
= a4 Fernie & Sons from judgt of Chikf Justice at trial in Middlesex 
‘ov 
Oshorne v Milman app of deft from jadgt of Mr Justice Denman at trid fa 
Middlesex Nov 17 


Hunt v The Paddington Vestry app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice Denman at 
trial in Middiesex Nov 18 
Richards v Jenkins (Q. B Crowa Side) of pit from jaigt of Justices Wills 
= hg —— of interpleader issue in County Court remitted fron 
r ‘ov 
Pickeiog v Carter of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Wills at triel in 
atid, Nov 20 uw woe aa of Mr Justice Manisty at 
v x ves Co t a 
trial in Midaleoex bine a Jury Noy Be : j <—" d 
Barnett, H oares v London Tramwa: from judgt 
of Mr Justice Field at trial in Middlesex “Novae ” : 
Nott v teats app of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Stephen at trial in Middle- 
sex ov 
Ga v Bed app of pit from jadgt of Mr Justice Mathew at trial in Middlesex 
ec 
Runcieman v Ellis “Pp — from jadgt of Mr Justice Hawkins at trial at 
80 


Newesstle on T 
vLafone app 


aah ae ae app of dfts from judgt of Mr Justice 


Carmichael & Co v Liverpool Sailing Donen Batoel fatgnotyy Ames 
of defte from judgt of A L Smith & on special case Dec 2 2 
From Orders made on Interlooutory Motions in the Queen's Bench Division. 
1886. 


Petre v Sutherland pe ot oe from Justices A L Smith and Wills refasiag 

Bentogfld v Kynsston, app of dot Ht ® Rontome tebe Barct Waddioelon ahd 
v Kyn a 2 

Mr Justice Mauisty on 44 for new wee ithe Oar e Soh cee 


Wright v Hon Chandos Leieh & ors of from Baron Haddleston and 
wkins ole adie kachen alain artememanel 


Chorlton B 
aed errtitad oan eee OE 


nen Ths urtaarand Oru Barna Fraay Oo nr fda en 
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dieston - me Justice Manisty refusing motion for payment of arrears of 

Mecalsig v Young app of deft from Justices Grove and Wills rescinding order 
of Mr Justice Grantham for discharge of receiver Dec 18 

Henderson Bros v The Mersey D ick and Harbour Board app of defts from judgt 
of Mr Justice Mathew at trial in Middlessx (on appn to expedite appeal directed 

In List) Deo 18 

ld, v Matthews & Co & ors app of defts Arm- 

ry» hetpog from Justices Denman and Ha skins affirming order granting leave 
to on payment into court Dec 20 

Spencer v Armstrong app of dfte from Baron Huddleston and Mr Justice 

Moni:ty affirming order grant ing leave to defend on payment into Court Dec 


20 
B v Power of plt from Biron Huddleston and Mr Justice A L Smith 
‘elesing new trial—acta tried by Mr Justice Denman with a jury in Midi lesex 
Ta re an Arbitration between Williams and The British Matual Insco Assocn Id 
of the British Mutual Insce Assoon from Jastices Wille and Grantham 
try of jdgt on special case Deo 22 


en' 
Opperty Beeumont un ors appof dfs from Justices Denman and Hawkins 
o _ refasal to add words that no action be brought in respect of execation 


Stanbury and epr v Plymouth Dock Waterworks Co app of dfte from jdgt of 
Justices A L Smith and Wille on points of law raised by pleadings Dec 24 
bg oa ea ser wregpng v Hamps.n app of dft from Baron Huddieeton and 
¢ Justice Maniety on appin for new trial svtting aside non-suit, and directing 
entry of jdgt—action tried »t Manchester by Mr Justice Gantham Lec 28 
D nanan v Scottiech Widows’ Fund Life Assce Soc app of pit in person from 
Baron Huddleston & Mr Justice Macisty refusiog new trial—action tried in 
by Mr Justics Hawkins Dac 30 
No‘ele Explosives Coli v Wood app of plt Co from Biron Huddleston and Mr 
Justice A L Smith refusing new trial—actio . tried by Mr Justice Manisty in 
Middlesex Dec 31 


1887. 
Weldon v De Bathe app of pli from Baron Huddleston and M~ J-stice Ministy 
affirming refusal to extend time for appl Jaa 3 


FROM PROBATE, DIVORCE, & ADMIRALTY DIVISION. 
(ADMIRALTY). 
For Hearing. 
With Nautical Assessors. 


Ebip Victoria (damage) Owners of the Cervir. & ors vy Owns of the Victoria & 
reight “PP of defts from jadgt of the Pres:dent, dated 25 May, 1886 June 16 
Ehip Rbyl and International (damage) John Cory & Sone v Owners of Inter- 
national app of pits from jadgt of Mr Justice Butt, dated 6 July, 1886 Oct 8 
Ship Ceto (damage) Owsers of the Steamship Lebanon v O-«ners of the Steam- 
thip Ceto app of plis from judgt of the President, dated Nov 5.1886 Nov 23 


_Bhip India (damage) Owners of the Neptunus & ors v Wm Watkins app of 


te from jadgt of the President, dated Nov 24, 1886 Dac 16 
From the Queen’s Bench Vivision, Sitting in Bankruptcv. 

InreW H Palmer Expte W H Palmer app of debtor from Mr Regis‘rar 
Hezlitt (beard Oct 29 by Master of Rolle and Lords Justices Lindley & Lopes 
—sub: equent application— 8 O generally) 

Ia re A M Gillespie & ors Expte N F Rubarts app of trustee (J. Young) from 
Mr Jus ics Cave (heard Nov 5 by Master of Rolls and Lords Jastises Liadley 
and Lops, jaigt delivered Nov 26 —to be mentioned first day Hiiry S tsiags) 


For Hearing. 

In re Job Thomas Expte Geo W Jones (Thomas Bear, trustse) aps of G W. 
Jones from the Divisional Coart affirming order of Newport (Mon) County 
Court for payment of c»-te 

In reT A Hockeday Expte H W Nelson (trustee) app of trustee from the 
Division»] Court affirming jadgt of Judge Homersham Cox, declaring validity 
of Bill of Sale 

In re Frederick Hann Expte E Foreman (trustee) app of trustee from the 
Divisional Court sffirwing refusal of Deputy County Court Jadge to declare 
delivery of goods fraudulent and void 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
Hitary Srrtines, 1887. 

New Trial Peper. 

For Judgment. 


Grief v Ellis & avr Bae 3rd party) stands over for Official Referee’s further 
Baia) Leby v Grief (Heard before Mr Justice Mathew and Mr Justice A L 


For Argus.ent. 
Set down 16th March, 1886 Middlesex Hulsekopf v Aerated Bread Cold Sir 
R Webster Justice Manisty 
wy 19th Marcb, 1886 Middlesex Bryce v Rusden Sir J Gorst Baron 


Set down 16th April 1886 Middlesex Pike, Sons & Co v Ong) 
coe & i ike, Sons ov Onogley anr Mr 
8.t down 26°h May 1886 Middlesex McCann v Lon & St Katharine Docks Co 
ann R  hoge saad ae J Fg 
down une Mid Draffen & Walk 
ete Seem een sex Draffen & anr v Walker & anr Mr H 
Set down 18th June 1886 Middlesex Caruncho vy Berndes Mr French Justice 


4 
Set down 30th June, 1826 Middlesex Holdiag v Fischer Mr A Cross Justice 


Set dowa 2rd July, 1886 Middlesex Davis vy North London TramsCo Mr 
TRE Justice Field 
a ae > 1886. Carlisle Crears v Burnyest & anr Mr Gully Jus- 
down 20th J 1886 Middlesex Hough & Co vy Bolto: 
uly, oug v m Mr Bigham 





Set down 2let July, 1886 Middlesex Shepherd v Partington Advertising Co 
Mr Willis Justice Field 

Set down 24th July, 1886 Middlesex Moclntosh v Consolidated Credit and 
Mortgage Corpn, 1d Mr Davis Justice Field 

Set down 24th July, 1886 Middlesex Harker v Governors of the Royal Hoepital 
of Bethlehem Pit in person Justice Wills 

Set down 30th July, 1886 Middlesex Cooper v Blackmore & ors Mr Hollings 
Justice Deaman 

Set down 3ist July, 1886 Sheriff of Middlesox Field v Bennett & anr Att-Gen 

Set down 3rd August, 1886 Derby Clay v Myers Mr Baszird Justice Stephen 

Set down 3rd August, 1886 Middlesex Clevertonv Uffllman MrChitty Jus- 
tice Denman Motion for jadgment to be argued with this motion : 

Set down 5th August, 1896 Middlesex Cumberpa'ch v Henderseo.s Mer Crisps 
Lord Justice Bowen 

Set down 10th August, 1886 Hereford Barrell v Humphries & ors Mr Amph- 
let LC J of England Motion for ju‘gt to be aman with this m> ion 

Set down 12th Augas*, 1886 Birmingham Staplee v Worthington. Mr JC 
Lawrance Justice Wills 

Set down 14th ust, 1886 Liverpool Foy v Commercial Union Assce Co id 
Mr Walton Justica Cave 

Set ¢owa Sth October, 1886 Durham Lister & Wife v The Haswell Co-opera- 
tive Provision Society ld Mr A Jones Baron Huddieston Motioa for jaigt 
to be argued with this motion 

Set oon 27th October, 1886 Norwich Hubbard v Smith Mr Blofisld Baron 
Poll 


Set down 28th Oc*ober, 1886 Swansea Llewelyn v Glasbrook. Mc Glascodiae 
Justice Grove Motion for judgt to be argued with this motion 

Set down Ist November, 1886 iverpool District Registry Liverpool Casey & 
Wife v Imlach Mr French Jast'cs Cave 

Set down 12th November, 1886 Middlesex United Kimg'om &e Assoc ld y 
Nevill Me Bigham Justice Grove S O till after decision of C»urt of Appeal 

Set down 23rd Novemb:r, 1886 Manchester Almoid & Cov Kelly & ors Mr 
H Collins Ja-tice D.y 

Set down 23rd November, 1886 Liverpool Jones & Cov Farnworth & Jardine 
&anr Mr Bighsm Justice Cave 

Set down 24th Nuvember, 1886 Liverpool Adelphi Bank ld v Halifax Sugar 
Refining Cold Mr Bigham Justice Cave Motion for Judgment to be argued 
with ‘his motion 

Sst dowa 26:9 November, 1886 Middlesex Donovai (Admix) v Milbura & Co 
Mr Sime Justice Grove : 

Set down 26ch November, 1886 Middlesex Brown v Weaver Mr R V Wiliams 
Justice A L Smith 

Set down 30th November, 1886 Middlesex Steel v Holland & ors Mr A Croas 
for dfts Gourley & Davis Justice Day (See No 24) 

S t down 3rd December, 1886 Middlesex Jenkins vy Robarts Mr Murphy 
Justice Grove 

Set down 3rd December, 1886 Middlesex Steele v Holland & ors Mr Glen for 
Pluf Justice Day To be argued with No 32 by order 

Set down 7th December, 1886 Middlesex Tuck & Sons v Priester, sued &: Mr 

T Reed Justice Day 

Set down 9th December, 1886 Middlesex Tanfani v Edis Pltff in Person 
Baron Pollock 

Set down 9th December, 1883 Midclesex Andrews v J Little & Co Mr TR 
Kemp Justice G.ove Motion for jadgt to be argued with this motion 


(To be continued.) 


SpPeciaL PAPER. 
For Judgment. 
Smith v Hobbs H-ard before Mc Justice Cave and Mr Justica Wille 
For Argument. 

St down 19th June, 1886 Dae 29.h Jane, 1886 W Beck Bethell & Cov T & 
Clark & Co & ors 58, ecial case b+f sre two j 

Set dowa llth August, 1886 Dae 29:h October, 1886 R R Nelson In re Petition 
of Right G W Ry Cov The Queen Special case before two judges 

Set dowa 23 bh Ostober, 1886 Dae 5th N vember, 1886 Williamson, H & Co 
Holliday & ors v Mayor &c of Wak+field Special case before two judges 

Set down 3rd November, 1886 Due 9th November, 1836 Burn & G Hornby v 
Silvester & ors Special case before two judges 

Sct down 6th November, 1886 Due 12:h November, 1886 Chester & Co Brunner 
vBury 5S case 

Set down 16th December, 1886 Due 2ist January, 1887 Carter & Bell Stone- 
ham v Ocean Ry & Gen Accident Assce Co ld Points of law 

Set down 23rd December, 1886 Due 2ist January, 1887 Kiogsford & Co Darenth 
Valley Main Sewerage Board vy Guardians of the Poor of Dartford Union Spacial 
case before two judges 

Set down 28’h December, 1886 Due 2ist January, 1887 E Clarke Foat v Mayor 
&c of Margate Special case 


Orposep Motions, 
or ument. 

Barrel v Humphries & ors motion for judgment to be argued wit. motion for 
New Trial No19 

Lister & Wife v Haswell Co-operativa Provision Soc ld motion for judgt to ba 
argued with motion for New Trial No 22 

Cleverton v Ufflemaa motion for jadgmont to be argued with motion for New 
Trial No 17 

Llewelyn v Glasbrook motion for jadgment to be argued with motion for New 

rial No 24 


T 0 

Adelphi Bank Ld v Halifax Sugar Refining CoLd motion for judgment to be 
argued with motion for New Trial No 29 

Andrews v J Little & Co motion for jadgment to ba argued with motion for 
New Trial No 37 

Kish v Sanderland Mutual SS Insce Assocand In re an Arbin between Kish 
aud Sunderland & Assos 

Briton Medical &c Assoc ld & aor v Baron 


Same v Alcock 

Laurance v Bertie (commonly called &») & aur (See No 72) 
In re a Solicitor pte Incorporated Law Soc 

Jacquinod v Me 


er 
leche tant ¢ Plorectet von 

In re Petition of Right (Zyre & anr) vy The Queen 
Same v The Queen 


aaa 














cial 


yor 
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Same v The Queen 

Abbott v Saunders 

Mc Lachlan v Agnew & ors 

Neave v Hatherley & anr 

English Bank of the River Plateld v Merchants Banking Co London Id 

In re Billof Sale Carter to Paul 

Marsball v Digby 

Ia re an Arbitration between Lloyd & Conway 

In rea Solicitor Expte Feast 

In re an Arbitration between Owen & Ho well 

Windham v Welton 

Livesey v Eastwood 

Buissine v Marks & Son 

Pa ker v Smith & anr 

Esdon v Eadon & ors 

Ballinger v Head & anr 

Ia re Arbitration between Owen & Howell 

Murgrave v Tully 

In rea Solicitor Expte Frederick Walton & Co, ld 

Brown & anr v Schlesinger (Ungar, clmt) 

The Queen y London & South Eastern Railway Co, and London, Chatham, & 
Dover Ry. Co_Expte Corporation of Dover, by order 

In re Hird, a Solicitor, Expte Faller & ar 

Urquhart vy White 

Kinnaird & ors v Trollope & ors 

Pearce v Berntsen 

In re Taxation of Costs In re Election for South Eastern Division of Essex v. 
Expte Returning Officer 

Dayez & avr v Maynard & snr 

Mutual, &c, Building 8 ciety v. Donague 

Rubinttein vy Edgson Boole v. Edgson 

Colin v. Sani & anr 

Palmer v Palmer 

Jenner & anr v Lord Grey de Wilton (See No 61) 

Davies v Butson & ors 

Binks & ore v North Eastern Ry Co 

Powis v Tovey & Sons 

The Halifax Joint Stock Banking Co Id v Jones 

Glasier v Thorne 

Paddon v Howell 

Clare v Chapman 

In re a Solicitor Expte Incorp>rated Law Society 


(Zo be contiaued.) 


Crown PAPER. 


For Argument. 

Hertfurdshire The Queen vy Cheshunt Local Bd Mandamus Defendant's motion 
for stay 8S O by consent 

Lincolorhire Hemsetock and ors v Hunt and ors County Court Specia 
case defendants’ appeal H H Judge Hughes (pt hd—S O till Justices Day 
end Smith sit together) 

Norfolk The Queen v Nar Valley Drainage Board Nisi for mandamus to take 
upseward Expte Harding 8 O till after argument of special case to be settled 
by parties—not to be in paper till n»tica given 

Eesex, Rochford and Soutbend Foster v Cotgrove County Court Plaintiff's 
n‘si for new trial H H Jadge Abdy 8 O till further notice after Superior 
Court ection dispored of 

England The Queen v Henderson & anr app for habeas corpus for children 
a pete George Henderson Referred from Chambers § O generally per order 

ield, 

Northumberland The Queen v R Wallis, Esq, Jj, &c & anr Nisi for certiorari 
for conviction (ex parte McGee) To be argued before 3 or 5 judges 

Same The Queen v Same (ex parte Nelson) Same 

oye Leicester Allbutt y Taylor County Court Defts app H H 

ge Hooper 

Surrey, Southwark Le Roy v Ballers County Court Defendant’s appeal F 
Cooper Wild, Eeq, Deputy Juige 

Heriford-bire, Hertford Tesmen y Jackman County Court Plaintiff's appeal 
H H Judge Abdy 

Middlesex, Whitechapel Brand v Esst London Artizans & Gen Loan & Invat 
Co County Court Plaintiffs appeal H H Judge Bacon 

Met As:mt Dist Esdaile & anr v Assessment Committee City of London Union 
General Assessment Sessions Special case Valuation (Metropolie) Act 1869 


c4 
Middlesex Bovill vy Gibbs & Imber Magistrate’s case 
Bedfordshire Bollard v Spring Magistra‘e’s case 
Same Samev Pepper Same 
Same Same v Goodman Same 
Middlesex, Clerkenwell Benson & Wife v Power Couaty Court Plaintiff's 
appeal HH J Eddis 
Same Fulda v Bond County Court Plaintiff'sappeal H H Judge Eddis 
Gloucestershire Smith vy Barham Magietrate’s case 
Somersetshire, Taunton Webber v England County Court Piasintiff’s appeal 
H H Judge Paterson 
(Zo be continued.) 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette —Fripay, Jan. 7. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Epcz Brotuers, LimiTep.—Petn for winding up, presented Dec 81, directed to 
be heard before Kay, J., on Saturday, Jan 15. Francis & Johnson, Austin 
Friars, solors for ers 

up, presented Jan 5, 


ELEcTRICAL NavicaTion Co, LimiTEp.—Petn for 
directed to be heard before Stirling, J.,on Jan 16. & Co, Old Jewry 


Sorusaten'S On tema. —Potn tor windtg an, secnenbeh Sank meal ia 
ERIDGE .~Petn for y) an 
be heard before Kay, J., on Saturday, Jan 15. ‘Taumer, Circus ~ hd, Finsbury 


Beret EP a tee GCS Uataton Wont 


Finsbury 
XNVI aND Tonpv Co, —Petn for EU) presented 6, 
Lae ne be beewd beltue eee, an ees ‘an 15, Lae 
st, solor for petner 


we ots 
VPs ter at Se ee ee 
n. an 
. London Ganette —TUReDAY Jan. 11, 
JOINT COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. as 
E TRE INSURANCE ASSOCIATION oom up, 
Mutat Deo dicetal to be heat etore ay, J, om Baturday, Jas aie 
chard & Sons, Gracechurch st, solors for 
POLYCHROMATIC SIMULT. 


ANEOUS Luereep Pein Sor winding 
presented Jan 6, directed to be beard betese Oeksiing, 5. cm Gatarsays a 
= asaseee ao Horse = — for winding 
oa, eee ted Jan 8 directed to be heard before Chisty, J. on Saturday, Jan 


IN < 
ALBION Bank AND Debcoune Oe Leiae ie Use Oeil has fixed Jan 
20, at 12, at No, 9, Cook st, for the appointment of an official liquidator 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or CrLar. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Jan. 7. : 
LAxOASTER, Tuomas, Preston, Lancaster, Jan 31. Whitehead v Lancaster, 
Stirling, J. Beveley, Preston 


Notices TO CREDITORS UNDER TRUSTEES ReEtrer Act, for insertion in_ the 
London Gasette snould be sent to Harrison and Sons, Pub- 
Ushers London Gasctis, 46, Bt. tin’s-lane, W.O. The Gazette is published every 
Tuesday and Friday.—{Apvr.} 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day oF CLAIM. 
London Gazette.—F RIDAY, Jan. 7. 
ANDERSON, SARAH, Liverpool. Feb 28, Bateson & Oo, Liverpool 


BaRNES, Rov. WHstAM, Winterbourne Came, Dorset. Feb 10. Flint & 
Gardner, en's lace 
BENNETT, PHILIP, ‘Penbew, Monmouth, Farmer. Feb 1. Morgan & Oo, 


CHAPMAN WILLIAM THOMAS, Biggleswade, Bedford, Solicitor, Feb 1. Chapman 


& Chaundler, Biggleswade 
Omnia, ALEXANDER, Church rd, Brixton, Esq. Feb 15. Walls & Co, Queen 
JaMES, Brooklyn rd, Shepherd’s bush, Gent. Feb5. Gray, Cheapside 


ComBER, SusanNA, Fletching, Sussex. Febi. Lewis, Lewes 


CurTTs, hang bd dee —g Ardwick, Manchester, Retired Salesman. Feb?. Hard- 
man, ster . 
DRYSDALE, ELLEN, Grove End rd, St John’s Wood. Feb7. Thorntor, London 


Funes, Mian, Collingbourne Ducis, Wilts. Feb 22. Hall & White, Hudders- 
Gaacy, Ley 7 WItxryson, Rock Ferry, Chester, Master Mariner. Feb 4, 
Gare, WILLIAM ARTE Wyresdale, Sutton, Surrey. Feb1. Peddar, Palmer- 
Hatt, Ann, Fol ne, Kent. Feb28. Bradley, Folkestone 
Hunt, Any, Odcombe, Somerset. Marchi. Newman & Oo, Yeovil 
J. HELEN FRAN Kensington pk rd, Bayswater. Feb2i. Garrard & Co, 
Suffolk st, Pall Mall East oe 
, ROBERT, Chapel Allerton, Leeds, Licensed Victualler. Feb 8. Ward 
& Sons, Leeds 
KrIrcHENER, ANN, Hertford. Feb 23. Spence & Co, Hertford 
Lowe, EpWapbD, Cheltenham, Gent. Feb 11. Smith, Cheltenham 
MacseatTu, Davin, Old Chariton, Kent, Wine Merchant. Feb 15, Sanderson & 
e Berwick upon Tweed 
MARSDEN, JOHN, Wakefield, Esq. Feb1. Shard, Finsbury circus 
PEARSE, WILLIAM, Plymouth, Surgeon. Jan 2%. Derry, Plymouth 
Pours, Zeta, Fairfield, Liverpool, Collector of Fines. Feb 16. Quiggia & Bros, 
RICHARDS, Epwaxo, Sneyd Park, Gloucester. Feb 16. Lawrence & Co, New sq 
Lincoln’s 


 o. W. East Licensed Victualler. Jan 20, 
a” AMES iam, Stonehouse, Devon, 


Tornow, CHARLES LupDWIG CHRISTOPH Von, Offiey rd, Brixton rd, 
. Feb 15. & circus 
ueiinnaen Regent ot Ghent Feb == ‘s inn square 


TurRNER, JonN, Ambergate, Derby, Gent. Marchi. Shipton & Co 
Wakeman, Davin, Warley, nr Oldbury, Farmer. Febi. Shakespeare, Oldbury 
WARBURTON, Cheetham, nr Manchester, Gent. Feb %. Addleshaw & 


WaATERLOW, ALFRED James, Reigate, Surrey, Esq. Feb 16. Paine & Oo, St 


8 
ATERS, CHARLES HENRY, Dealer in Works of Art. 
WATifarch 28. Prior & Os, Linco inn felt : 


Fez, Two Gunveas, for a sanitary 
neue Country sarvoye by arrangemgee. Thetauligey Bagivearing and Van 








circus, solor for petner 


oie a RE harem 
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BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—Fria¥, Jan. 7. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


ADAMS, LUTEEs, Thorpe le Vale, Lincoln, Farmer. Lincoln. Pet Jan 8. Ord 
an 
» eponaas, Lombard st, Timber Merchant. High Court. Pet July 21. 
Ord Jan 
BEALE, NEVINSON INCH, Devizes, Hotel Keeper. Bath. Pet Jan3. Ord Jan 3 


BEoKstT, FREDERICK JOHN, Sheffield, Clerk. Sheffield. Pet Jan 3. Ord Jan38 


Remon, 5B, Cpmaburgh st, Regent’s pk, Organ Builder. High Court. Pet Dec 
BLACKMAN, Frank, Southampton, Builder, Southampton. Pet Jan 4. Ord 


an 

Bosnirr, Wim James, and Ropert Knicuts, Lowestoft, Suffolk, Fishing Boat 
Owners. Gt Yarmouth. PetJan4. Ord Jan4 

BOTTOMLEY, JoHN, Bradford, Winder. Bradford. Pet Jan4. Ord Jan 4 


Dutt, Onangas Marius, East st, Walworth, Hosier. High Court. Pet Jan 5. 
Durem, ucpen Paxtanr, Paternoster sq, Publisher. High Court. Pet Dec 


Ord 
Cusp, Guanes a Bedford, Manufacturer. Luton. Pet Deci8. OrdJan3 


Cand, Cena Jueel ter, Church st, West Ham, Smith. High Court. Pet 
. CHARLES, Manchester, Architect. Manchester. Pet Jan 4. Ord Jan 5 


Onisp, Harry JAMES, Bedford, Butcher. Bedford. Pet Jan’. Ord Jan3 
Dewey, Fos fom Ditnot, Sandwich, Fly Proprietor. Canterbury. Pet Jan 3. 
Dosson, /— ag Weston super Mare, out of business. Bridgwater. Pet Jan 


4. Ord Jan 4 
EBERSBERG, CouNT Henry VON LEESNER, Cannon st, Chemist. High Court. 


Pet Dec 21. Ord Jan5 
gee, Kingston upon Hull, Shipowner. Kingston 


GriaG8, JOsEPH, Isle of Thanet, Butcher. Canterbury. PetJan3, Ord Jan 3 
evccm, Great Grimsby, Millwright. Great Grimsby. Pet Jan 1. Ord 


Hawkins, ae, Natal rd, Streatham, Builder. Wandsworth. Pet Jan 1. 
Touax, Som, Huttons Ambo, Yorks, Farmer. Scarborough. Pet Jan 3. Ord 


Senen , A mievenee of Stroud Green, Confectioner. High Court. 
Pet Jani, Ord Jan 1 

Kun, Seay fp Spanetes te ter, Earlsfield, Wandsworth, Builder. Wandsworth. 

Kino, THomas, Brunswick ~~ Geeayenot pk, Camberwell, Showman. High 


Court. PetJan4, Ord Jan 
ae ~"s Tuomas, Buckland, aa Baker. Canterbury. Pet Jan 1. Ord 
Scarborough. Pet Jan 4, Ord 


LENG, ‘Tuomas, Leavening, Yorks, Farmer. 
an 
Lane, Sssume, , Trafalgar st, Walworth, Oilman. High Court. Pet Jan5. Ord 


E, JOSIAH, Chislett rd y megh End lane, West Hampstead, Builder. 
h Court, Pet Jani. Ord Jan 
Nosig, JOHN, sen, Nottingham, Builder, Nottingham. Pet Jan3. Ord Jan3 


Norrtu, JouN, Lofthouse cum Carlton, Farmer. Leeds. PetJan4. Ord Jan 4 
NUTTALL, FREDERICK, Salford, Lancs, Grocer. Salford. Pet Jan 5. Ord Jan 5 
Crag, Ganga. Mirfield, Yorks, ‘Furniture Dealer. Dewsbury. Pet Jan 3. 
Paty, ores Weston super Mare, Nurseryman. Bridgwater. Pet Jan 5. 
Piece, Rosert, Norwich, Butcher. Norwich. Pet Jan5. OrdJan5 
PRIESTLEY, ALEXANDER, Halifax, Printer. Halifax. PetJan4. Ord Jan 4 
ROBERTS, Purim, Pestiniog, Merionethshire, Quarry Labourer. Bangor. Pe 


Jani 
, Leeds, Horse Dealer. Leeds. Pet Jan5. Ord Jan5 





RoceErs, WILLIAM, 
Rows, Fugoxnicx Apam, Cambridge, Wine Merchant. Cambridge. Pet Jan 5. 


Sanps A ee Henry, Mile End road, Baker, High Court. Pet Jan5. Ord 
gmr00%; Jou, and Is Isaac Boerox, Hoxley, nr Wednesbury, Iron Masters. Wal- 


a 
oa, JOSEPH, ont Wiaump Snrpson, Dewsbury, Engineers. Dewsbury. 
et Jan 4. mn 4 Ore Jan 4 


enh, Jame Lien Sienethiee, Farmer. Portsmouth. Pet Jan 3. Ord Jan 8 
Rramppen, da dauns HERBERT, Hove, nr Brighton, Actor. Brighton. Pet Jan 3. 


Groncs THOMAS, wobec rd, Newin M 
oy Bans an 4 ewington, Manager to a Tobacconist. 
ewer - 3 goes Merthyr Tydfil, Tailor. Merthr Tydfil. Pet Jan 4. Ord 


4 
UNDERWOOD, Marsa forme. Hastings, Aeon to the Gelansiic Dress Cutting 


for Pet Jan 3, Ord J 
Warp, Joux, Norwich, Boot. Manaiagturer. Norwich. Pet Dee 21. Ord Jan 5 


Warts, Samvst, Cardiff, Boot Dealer, Cardiff. Pet Jani. Ord Jan1 

Ware Joum, Petersfield, Hampshire, Gent. Portsmouth. Pet Dec 16. Ord 

Wore, ’ Ann, Brecon, Tobacconist. Merthyr Tydfil. Pet Jan3. Ord 
The following amended notice is substituted Sor that pu blished in the 

ANIDJAH, LEw1s, Harrow Toados Gs PF Deo is Sal EH Cc P 
kg hap gton, F: esman. High Court. Pet 
The following Amended N otine is subettinted tor that published in the 

ndon ‘ . 17. 
Wes, Joun, Southsea, Boot Maker. Portsmouth. Pet Decil. Ord Dec 11 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
ApDaAms, LUTHER, Theepe le Vale, Lincoln, Farmer, Jan 14 at 12. Off Rec, 2, St 


8 sq, 
aera iN IncH, Devizes, Hotel Keeper. Jan 20 at 1. Bear Hotel, 
Stockton on Tees, Builder. Jan 18 at 12, Off Rec, 8, Albert 


Ya Jan 20 at 11, Off Rec, East st, 





game, Fodthom, Lamceshizn, Cecese, Jan 20 at 12.45. Exchange Hels 
Nisholes'st, 
ee Jan 14 at 10.30. Hand Hotel, Llangollen 


Sesees, gay prcay, Healing, Lincoln, Farmer. Jan 19 at 12. Off Rec, 3, Haven 
Cars, Cant, Taton, Manufacturer. Jan 17 at 3, 29, Park st West, Luton, 


CARTWRIGHT, EDWIN HENRY, Kin upon Hull, Boot Dealer. Jan 20 at 2, 
Hull Incorporated Law r Boole y Langone fem bldgs. Bowlalley lane, Hull 

Coorms, —— miyeon gpeen. © Nottingham, Grocer. Jan iiati2. Off Ree, 1, 

h ement, Nottin, 

Dares, OE Drinort, Sandwich, Fly Proprietor. Jan 20 at 12. Fleur de Lys 
Hotel, Sandwich 

Davies, Jounn, Torri 
Auctioneers, High st, Barnstaple 

DEBIERRE, CAMILLE, Stourport, Worcester, Bookseller. Jan 2i at 2.90. Roden & 
Dawes, Solicitors bs er go 

EWBANE, JOHN, North Ri ding of Yorks, Brick Manufacturer. Jafi 18 at it. 
Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Pllidiilesbore 

Fawcett, WILLIAM, Kingston upon au Fare Jan 15 at 11. Off Rec, Lin- 
coln’s inn bldngs. ie, lane, H 

Govrp, oon ‘ vision Dealer. Jan 18 at 12. Off Rec, 2, St Bene- 

ct’ co) 
Garam, ¢ Josnin, Isle of Thanet, Butcher. Jan 20 at 1, Fleur de Lys Hotel, 


HaRrea, | WIELIAM JouN, Brecknock rd, Tailor. Jan 14 at12, 33, Carey st, Lia- 

coln’s 

HARRIS os =~ Rosekt, Drury Lane Theatre, Jani4atil. 31, Oarey st, Lin- 
coln’s inn 

Hossapemaip. Senet, Hatherton, nr Nantwich, Farmer. Jan ati. Royal 


KEExamtax, JO Journ, Liverpool, Stationer. Jan 18 at 2. Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, 
ve 
ee Buckland, Dover, Baker. Jan 21 at 10, 32, St George’s st, 


Canterbury 
LEIGH, Joux eg he Beaconsfield ag wove Southgate, Commission Agent. Jan 








m, Devon, Dairyman. Jan 14 at 2. Sanders & Son, 


14 at Oarey st, Lincoln 
Lort, jomare. mw pon Hull, «ae Jan 18 at 12. Off Rec, Lincoln’s 
‘inn’s bldn te, lane, Hull 


Lort, ROBERT gston upon Hull, Keelman, Janisatii. Off Ree, 
Lincoln’s yo bldngs, Bowlalley lane, Hu 

MARSHALL, ROBERT. ston upon Hui. Fish Merchant. Jan 18 at 2. Hull 
Incorporated Law ncoln’s inn bldngs, Bowlalley lane, Hull 

Mason, HENRY, Jamaica rd, Bermondsey, Confectioner. Jan 14 at 2.30. 33, 

Car Lincoln’s inn 

MowvPExxy, ILLIPs HowarD, Tonbridge, Kent, Clerk in Holy Orders. Jan 

+230. Spencer & Reeves, Camden rd, Tunbridge We 
Pamerny, ALEXANDER, Halifax, Printer. Jan 13 at il. Off Rec, Halifax 


Ratu. LEONTINE, Aldersgate st, Spongio Lignine Goods Maker. Jan 14 at 2.30, 
33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn’ ” - 


RowE, FREDERICK ADAM, Cambridge, Wine Merchant. Feb 1 at 12.30. Man- 
chester Hotel, Aldersgate st 
wee Provision Merchant. Jan 14 at 12, Off Ree, 4, 
Pavil ion bldgs. B 


ton 

WHEATLEY, JOHN, H ariel Torkard, Notts, Coal Miner, Janiiatii. Off Reo, 
1, High pavement, Nottin gham 

WHITE, JOHN, Petersfield, Hants, Gent. Jan i7 at4, 166, Queen st, Portsea 


The followiog amended notice is substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Jan. 4. 
Lanosgens, J S$ MEANSFORTH, Pendleton, Lancs, Butcher. Jan 11 at 11.30. 
ff Rec, Ogden s chbrs, Bridge st, Mancheste 


The following Amended Notice is substituted eas published in the 
London Gazette of Dec 31, 
RawLinx, WILLIAM, Newark upon Trent, Watchmaker, Jan 7 at iz. Off Ree, 1, 
High pavement, Nottingham 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
AMDERUS, Teowas, Lelosster Forest East, Leicester, Farmer. Leicester. Pet 


an 
BECKETT, FREDERICK JOHN, Sheffield, Olerk. Sheffield. PetJan3. Ord Jan3 
Bune, J &: », Ognabureh st, Regent's pk, Organ Builder. High Court. Pet Dec 


Bou, Guamuss Wasce, East st, Walworth, Hosier. High Court. Pet Jan 5, 


Onoas, Cuanaae, pzect ter, Church st, West Ham,Smith. High Court. Pet 
an}. ir 
CLIFFE, FERDINAND. Wilson st, Finsbury, Importer of Tobacconists’ Goods. 
igh Court. Pet Dec 28. Ord Dec 31 
Cunnis, 2 a Homer Cow zy, Poole, Dorset, Builder. Poole. Pet Nov 30. 
81 
Danie, fous Diyor, Sandwich, Fly Proprietor. Canterbury. Pet Jan 3. 


Davies, J onm, § rorrin “gton, Dairyman. Barnstaple. Pet Dec 31. Ord Jan4 
Ponsa, | Rensaure, Wi Weston super Mare, out of business. Bridgwater. Pet Jan 


——~ JOHN Heese TurGoosE, Kingston upon Hull, Shipowner. Kingston 
pon Hull. Pet Jan3. Ord Jan 3 
For, | Hexey, Tisbury, Wilts, Builder. Salisbury. Pet Decii. Ord Jan4 


yoru? 28 sounte, and Isaac Fountatn, Leeds, Printers, Leeds. Pet Nov 
Foust sits, Jutius, Beckenham, Kent, Gent. Croydon. Pet Nov 10. Ord 
1 


UpsjoHN, AMBROSE G, 


a > Fy Am Mildmay pk, Canonbury, Schoolmaster. High Court. 

et 

GoUCcHER, JOHN WHEELOCK, East Pogtioppouth, Devon, Clerk in Holy Orders. 
East Stonehouse. Pet Dec 9. 


Gricas, JOSEPH, Isie of Thanet, Butcher. Canterbury. Pet Jan8, Ord Jan3 
assays, ¥ WILLIAM Joun, Brecknock rd, Tailor. High Court. Pet Dec 16, Ord 


Hawi, HL Bayar, Natal rd, Streatham, Builder. Wandsworth. Pet Jan 1. 


HoLMEs, Esomanp, Bardsey, Yorks, Innkeeper. York. Pet Dec 3i. Ord Jan4 

Hotmes, W1L11AM, Nottingham, Draper. Nottingham. Pet Deci4. Ord Jan3 
Bvonme, Wess Henry, Leadenhall st, Ship Broker. High Court. Pet Dee 
neal i Huttons Ambo, Yorks, Farmer. Scarborough. Pet Jan 8, Ord 


Rosme, ond Jom wre. Jonss, Liverpool, Timber Merchanta. 
en 4" aewahaartetanenge High Court. 
ani. 


3 
Tuomas, Leavening, Yorks, Farmer. Scarborough, Pet Jan 4, Ord 














Ord 


n4 
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Dec 
Ord 
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Ord 
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Lort, JOE, Kinguton upon Hull, Painter, Sceiie upon Hull. Pet Dec 
Loot, Roamet Maxxnay, | Kingston upon Hull, Keelman. Kingstoa upon Hull. 


Jan 4 
Maz z , Fee, Fae, Powies rd, Old Kent rd, Stone Merchant, High Court. 
ec 
Nuvegil, Jaime, Rochdale, Lancs, Tin Plate Worker. Oldham, Pet Dec 28. 
PRIESTLEY, ALEXANDER, Halifax, Printer. Halifax. Pet Jan4. Ord Jan 4 
RaWLiIN, WiL14M, Newark upon Trent, Watchmaker. Nottingham. Pet 
Deo2i. Ord Jani 
RoGERs, Wruzzan, Looks Horse Dealer. Leeds. Pet Jan&, Ord Jan 5 


ROWE, FREDERICE ADAM, Cambridge, Wine Merchant. Oambridge. Pet Jan 5, 
an 

Buaw, CANCEL, jun, Ilkeston, Derbyshire, Grocer. Derby. Pet Dec 28. Ord 
: 4 

SMITH, Aiyamp Hopason, Nottingham, Engineer. Nottingham. Pet Dec 22. 





an 
. wm ~~ we HERBERT, Hove, nr Brighton, Actor. Brighton. Pet Jan 3. 


Stocks, GzorGE THomas, Walworth Ms Newington, Tobacconist’s Manager. 
High Court. Pet Jan 3. Ord Jan 
Sernesses, ¢ THomas F nt pg K, Wallsend, Boot Maker. Newcastle on Tyne 


Ord 
THOMAS, JAMES, Merthyr’ Tyafil, Tailor. Merthyr Tydfil. Pet Jan4. Ord Jan 4 
Wazeom, § GzorGE, Nottingham, Provision Dealer. Nottingham. Pet Deo 2. 


ani 

Watts, Sandu, Cardiff, Boot Dealer. Cardiff. PetJani1. Ord Jani 

WEISMAN, GEORGE EpWIn, Fenchurch st. High Court. Pet Nov5. Ord Jan 4 

Wasp, Henny Davins Baytzy, Carnarvon. Bangor. Pet Dec 13. Ord 
an 


4 
Woop, Jonny, Nottingham, Music Seller, Nottingham, Pet Nov 24. Ord Jan 3 
‘Worse, SarnaH Any, Brecon, Tobacconist. Merthyr Tydfil. Pet Jan 3, Ord 


The following amended notices are substituted ad those published in the 
Aurea, Fate, Beckinghen Palace rd, Fruit eg High Court. Pet Dec 
Wess, * OHN, Southsea, Bootmaker. Portsmouth. Pet Dec 11. Ord Dee lf 


London Gaszette.—TUESDAY, Jan. 11. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Apsoen, Jemmaon, Chatteris, Cambridge, Farmer. Peterborough. Pet Jan 7, 
an 


pauses, Hieilabew., Sussex, Corn Merchant. Lewes and Eastbourne. 
an TG Jan 
Boor, Da Dave, Chorlton on Medlock, Manchester. Manchester. Pet Jan 7. Ord 


DOULEES, : 5 OSEPH, Staines rd, Hounslow, Publican. Brentford. Pet Dec9, Ord 


Bases, Xt, Stanony ter, Parsons Green, Fulham, Builder. High Court. Pet 
Burn Jwomas, Meryem, » Northumberland, Grocer. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet 
Onaleams, : gars WrttiaM, Chatham, House Decorator. Rochester. Pet Jan 
DEN?, Gacnan, Spennymoor, Durham, Butcher. Durham. Pet Jan 8. Ord 


Durron,. JOSEPH, Middle, Salop, Farmer. Shrewsbury. Pet Jans. Ord Jan 8 
puree, Me ey aepyoone, Yorks, Fire Clay Goods Manufacturer. Barns- 
Pet Jané6. Ord Jané 

Hour,’ HoMAS, Ashton under Lyne, ag Maker. Ashton under Lyne and 
Stalybridge. Pet Jan7. OrdJan 

MackINTOsH, ASwEas, Bristol, Draper. Bristol. Pet Jan 7. - Ord Jan7 

Mi11s, HENRY, Walsall, Iron Manufacturer. Walsall. Pet Jan6. Ord Jan $ 

MorGan, WILLIAM Sayer, Brawdy, Pembrokeshire, Farmer. Pembroke Dock. 
Pet Dec 23. Ord J 

Monn, T: THOMAS, Waloote, Leicestershire, Farmer. Leicester. Pet Jans. Ord 


MoRTON, 5 OHN, Stockton on ae Webelotares, Stockton on Tees and Middles- 
borough. Pet Jan6. Ord Jan 

PERREN, J AMES HERBERT, Princeton “ Red Lion sq, Artist. High Qourt. Pet 
Dec13. Ord Jan7 


a— _TRmneREC, Leicester, Iron Moulder. Leicester. Pet Jan 8 Ord 


Powsit, Jous Pama jew Clee, Lincolnshire, Sailmaker. Great Grimsby. 
Pet Jan5. Ord J 


eS THOMAS Teaac Sowann, Dancer rd, Fulham rd, Journalist. High 
Court. Pet Jané. Ord Jané 

Sxrapas, Da DANIEL, sa Fi ELls~n Swany, West Bromwich, Coal Masters. Oldbury. 

rua, W Winsaas Pana, Birmingham, Baker. Birmingham, Pet Jan 7. 


SwinDON, ELIZA Rozina, Piccadilly, Photographer. High Court. Pet Jan 7. 
an 


Taytor, CHARLES, and WILi1: 7 TayLor, Coven Watch Manufacturers. 
Gaventer. Pet Jané. Ord Jané ” mids 


sarreye, JOHN, South Shields, Boeke. Neweastle on Tyne. Pet Jans. Ord 
Wag, Maxx, otherwise Twivay, Carlton, Yorks, Farmer. York. Pet Jan 8, 


Wricut, Gzores Nayior, York, Coal Dealer. York. Pet Jans, Ord Jan8 
The following amended_notice is substituted for that published in the 


mdon Gazette of Jan 7. 
CLEGG, OHARLES, Manchester, Architect. Manchester. PetJan1. Ord Jan 4 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
= Lawes, Buckingham P. ‘alace rd, fruit Salesman. Jan 18 at 1%. Bank- 
Boor, Tia3ktt Janes, ani Rosmer Kaseure, Lowest, Suiiitk, Puebing 
oat Owners. Jan 18 at 2,90, Suffolk Hotel, Lowestoft 
Boor, Davin poche on Medlock, Manchester. Jan 24 at 3. Off Rec, Ogden's 


ester 
Bonn, L10%D JOHN, St Dunstan’s hill, Lighterman. Jan 20 at 2.30. 33, Carey st, 


Dorzaanz, ou, Bradford, Winder. Jan 18 at 3, Off Ree, 31, Manor row, 


we Wim Henry, Lewknor, . 
casein Beh ae OM Reo. Be Nate, Qatar nO 
“ro ie fan er. Jan 18 at 11. Bankruptcy 


a Wr114M, tham, House Decorator, Jan 21 at 11,90, Off 


Picture Frame Maker. 


cane, ie ns af Tobacconist’s Goods, 
ome ban f Newpark: sks, Clerk. Jan%2 at 4, County Court, 


Onisp, Harry James, Bedford, Butcher, coe ets 8, St Paul's sq, Bedford 


wie Contractors. ae 8 Se ee See 


out of business. Jan 18 at 12.15. 
Dosson, oD ey Bee Fee Mare cas ani ie 
Aint Maiuhooe DuAnnin, Wortop, Notts, Necks Oobined Makers Jan 19 at 


Hali, Snegs, Geass , Millwright. Jan 19 at2. Off Rec, 3, Haven st, 


Bans, Sa OHN, Woodstock, Oxfordshire, M.D. Jan 2 at 11.90. Off 
Hawkins, Haney, Natal ed, Streatham, Builder. Jan 18at 3. 109, Victoria st, 


Douy, — aunts Ambo, Yorks, Farmer. Jan 19 at 11.30. Talbot Hotel, 
ew Malton, Yorks 
Li Jan 19 at 2.39, 
TaconsON, pic bldgs, Portugal Lisa's in ll enna 
Km Keen’ Paul’ Canonbury, ‘roprietor, 
van fire’ fute om ‘ 
LENG Leavening, 


fatto Yorks, Farmer. Jan 19 at 2 Talbot Hotel, Now 
men, 


orks 
sq, Esq. Jani9 atii. Bankruptcy 
ies, Portugal ee ae fin fet 
ae. om oa and James Draper Bignor, Woodstock rd, 


erd’st bush, B 
eae Jan 24 at 2.90. Off Rec, Ogden’s chbrs 
OLDROYD, Se Furniture Dealer. Jan 19 at 3. Off Rec, 


Pam, Yi gg Be al Mare, Nurseryman. Jan 19 at 11.30. Railway 
Payve, ELon, pom on, Grecer, Jan 20 at 12. Off Rec, 12, Tredegar 
ae F acann ea Golden lane, Printer. Jan 20 ati, Bankruptcy 
Piac, Rosert, Norwich, Butcher. Jan 22at11. Off Reo, 8, King st, Norwich 


JOHN PASIFULL, Row. Cine, Sailmaker. Jan 19 at 12.90, 
POWEEY Roos 3, 


H street Gree 
Benge, Ds DAviD, Fest erionethshire, Quarry Labourer, Feb 3 at 11. 


Smrcox, J BN, Pate Crane, Monkey, nr Wednesbury, Ironmasters. Jan 
Bat 30. Of oA Wa Y Engineers. Jan 19 
sor BFE Se ee ees Demian Tot, ean, Sn 
James, Liss, Hampshire, Farmer. Jan 2iat12. Off Reo, 166, Queen st, 
pam’ <=) — vats gon Pec Jan 19 at 12, 33, Carey st, 


: coors, tan Wi hater st, Battersea Se ee oe 
OHARLES, an TLLIAM Coventry, Manufacturers. 
macs in Bee Caren or, Jen dean at Off Rec, Merthyr Tydfil 
Tavaze, Cae oie phen Shepherds Heth, Organ Balides, Jax 18 at 
Tavs Qdouers. Jan tate. Of Be gl ccs AG Tu, Sle coe ga 


st, 
UNDERWOOD, don tor Hatings. Jan i at ba any Mca ~ Rca 
VeERDIN, ALBERT, Blackfriars rd, Licensed Victualler. Jan 20ati2. Bankruptcy 
Want, Seis sla tn eld cece, Jan 22 at 12. Off Reo, 8, King st, 


WILDE, Sipe, otherwies Twivey, Snaith, Yorks, Farmer. Jan 22 at 12. Of 
or 


W Ann, Brecon, Tobacconist. Jan 24 at 12. Off Rec, Merthyr 
Ww Le" Jan 22 at 1. Off Rec, 17, Blake 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


Wey 5 , Kensworth, Hertfordshire, Farmer. Luton. Pet 
et is, and OMARLES Bass, Worcester, Bakers, Worcester. Pet Dec 31. 


Buxran Moun, Catilile, Inninegen, Carlisle. PetDec 10. Ord Jan 6 
Bocx, Davi, Chorlton on Medlock, Manchester. Manchester, Pet Jan7. Ord 


H, HAcvEL, Maidstone, Licensed Victualler. Maidstone. Pet Dec’. Od 


pon ere Northumberland, Grocer, Newcastle on Tyne. Pot 
Tuomas, Wrexham, Brewer. Wrexham, Pet Dec 9 Ord Dec 29 


PaLLant, Paternoster sq, Publisher. High Court. Pet Deo 
Manufacturer. Luton. Pet Deo 18. Ord Jan 6 
Ord Jat Chatham, Kent, House Decorator. Rovhester 
eae tk ordsworth rd, South Hornsey, Picture Frame Maker. 
Ocank, Winniass Bounsom, & "Printer. Sheffield, Pet Deo9. Ord Jan¢ 
Quisr, Harry James, Bedford, Butcher. Bedford. Pet Jan’. Ord Jan? 
Dae, Guam, Spenymeet, Durham, Butcher. Durham. Pet Jan 8. Ord 


DuvaworD, Jou Nxxeox , Ming’s rd, Kingston Hil, Artist. ‘Kingston, Surrey. 


orem, G 
Ord 


Duane, Jatas ms Ap Temp, , Crutched Friars, Wine Merchant. High Court. Pet 
Gop, Henry, Windsor, Coach Builder. Windsor, Pet Dec2. Ord Jan6 


Ganagnt, ZarEe, Biehenhend, Clerk to Bitenbend Quantiene. Birkenhead, Pet 


Haat, Ange, Wednesbury, Stafford, Beerhouse Keeper. Walsall. Pet Dec 29. 
Trafalgar st, Walworth, Oilman. High Court. Pet Jan 5, 
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MEasunrs, Ouamm, Secteawptin, Farmer. ‘eeestee, “Pet ‘Deo 4. “Ord Jan 6 


Morton, Jonw, Stockton on Tees, Upholsterer. Stockton on Tees and Middles- | GoLDIE—GrEGs 
nr Wakefield, Farmer. 


borough. Pet Jan6é. Ord Jan 6 
Hourm, JOHN. Lotthouse cum Carlton, n 
Ord Jan 8 


PA Be FREDERICK, Salford, Grocer. Salford. Pet Jan 5. 
Oxanorn, Samvzt, Mirfield, Yorks, Furniture Dealer. 
8 


Leeds. Pet Jan 





Southfields, Wandsworth. 


Ord Jan 8 GrEEN—BuoTrT.—Jan. 6, at 


Dewsbury. Pet Jan 3. fordsbire. 


on.—Jan. 6, at Holy Trinit; 
Haviland Dashwood Goldie, of the Inner 
hter of Robert Shuttleworth 


solicitor, to Emma, only daughter of the late 


MARRIAGES. 
West-hill. Wandreworth, J 
“Temple, barra barrister-at-law, to 
Gregson. of Hendon Lodengl 


Edward Frederick Green, 
Bed- 


Christ Church, Highbur 
- r of ia William Blott, of Barton, 


DEATHS. 


cere Tree Raater, Welverneneren: Pet Dec | Onaxpren.—Jan. 10, at Oakley Grange, Shrewsbury, Charles Chandler, solicitor, 


Payne, Eton, Aberystruth, Mon, Grocer. Tredegar. 
Piece, Ronpert, Heigham, Norwich, Butcher. 


Rosenrs 1 saves Festiniog, Merioneth, Quarry Labourer. Bangor. Pet Jan 1. r 
an 6 


SOUTER, Gponoz STEPHEN, Battersea pk rd, Grocer. 


UrwarpD, Water, Finsbury circus, Solicitor. 


an 

Wann, JouN, Norwich, Boot Manufacturer. Norwich. 

age, HeEwry, Oakham, Rutland, Groom. Leicester. Pet Dec 20. Ord | 
an 


Norwich. 
powent, geome ©. SaaePUL L, New Clee, Lincoln, Sailmaker. 


Wandsworth. 
STILEs, Wrizax Haxrcovrt, Teignmouth, Devon, Gent. | 
Uroogs, eenen @, Brighton, Provision Merchant. Brighton. Sec 103. Ord 

High Court. 


Pet Dec 29. Ord Jan7 
Pet Jan5. Ord Jan 7 
Gt Grimsby. Pet Jan | 


aged 66. 
| Gzonae, —Jan. 10, Thomas Sanderson George. of Bradford, solicitor, aged 35. 
| Ramsay.—Dec. 28, at St. Hugues, Can 
Supreme Court, *Quebec and Montreal, aged 60. 


ag Kennedy Ramsay, Judge 





Pet Dec 21. 


Exeter. Pet Dec 22. | 


Pet Nov 15. Ord | 


The Subscription to the Sortcrrons’ Jovrwan te—Town, 268. 64. ; 
Country, 288. 6d. ; withthe Wzexty Reronrse, 53s. 
vance includ:s Double Numbers and Postage. Subscribers can have’ 
their Volumcs bound at the ene 28. 6d., edu law calf, 5s. 6d: 


Payment in ad- 





Pet Dec 21. Ord Jan 7 


| 








SALES OF ENSUING 

Jan. 19.—Messrs. FAREBROTHER, Etiis, CLARK, & Co., 

Freehold and Leasehold Properties 
this week, p. 4). 


WE 


(see advertisement, January 1, Dp. 4 


EK. 


F SALE 
at the Mart, at 2 p.m., ° 


CONCERNING Saancuns 
4,and | Reviews ..... 








| Law Socrerrss: Rae sobcnesi eewesesce 


CONTENTS. 


179 | Law STUDENTS’ SOUMMAS, « 
| Lecat NEWS ... «««- 


scetecé.ttecene 
»»» 183 | CrEprrors’ Norices 
186 | BANKRUPTCY NOTICES 





BIRTHS, ee? AND DEATHS. 


A 
Swirt.—Jan. 10, at Ivanhoe, Sefton park Liverpool, the wife of Thomas Swift, | 
barrister: } 


-at-law, of a son. 





yoann 


sk WEITZER’S| COCOATINA 


ti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocelate Powder. 
Pe Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Qnality 
Me we the excess of fat extracted. 
pee ronounce it “* che most nutritious, per- 
m4 Hipostt beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or 
Supper, and invaluable for Invalids and Children.” 
Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 
Being without su » Spice, or other admixture, it suits 
all palates keeps for years in all climates, and is four 
times the strength of cocoas THICKENED yet WEAKENED 
with starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER than sucb 
tures. 

Made mgiontenso nly witn . tiling water, a teaspoonful 
toa breakfast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny, 
Cocoatima a La Vaniixx is the most delicate, digestible, 
cheapest Manilla Chocolate, and may be taken when 
richer chocolate is prohibited. 


{n tins at 1s, 6d., 3s., 58. 6d., &c., by Chemists and | 





Grocers. 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietor, 
. Scuwerrzze & Co., 10, Adam-st,, Strand, London, W.C 


MILNER’S SAFES. 


MILNER’S Strong, Holdfast, & Fire Resist- 
ing Safes & Banker’s Strong Rooms. 


£ 
4 








MILNER’S oy BOXES P 


or Lawyers 


MILNER’S narns 
bythe podely une 
anne es from 

MILNER’S SAFES — 
For Books and documents 


MILNER’S Sree 
or Church Plate .. 
MILNER’S Bh ct 
For Jewellery 


MILNER’S SAFES 
ot seaetetenin, eaiy 


MILNER’S SAFES 
For Bankers... 


MILNER’S SAFES 
For Diamonds 


MILNER’S SAFE DEPOSITS .... 


. from 


” 


ILLUSTRATED DRAWINGS AND ESTIMATES FREE 
BY POST. 


28, Finsbury-pavement, E.C. 


8, Lord-street, Liverpoo! 
Phenix Safe Works, ee. | 


| And safest Aperient for Delicate Constitutions, Ladiee 
28, Market-street, eeneen 


Ul letters intended for publication in the “ Solicitors’ Journal” must be 
authenticated by the name of the writer. 








‘EDE AND SON, 
ROBE gp > MAKERS, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her Majesty. the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of | 
the Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, &c. 


ROBES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town Clerks, 
and Clerks of the Peace. 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY AND CLERGY GOWNS 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


EB NGLIsa LAWYER, with Commercial 
Experience, about to visit Queensland and giver 

Colonies (via America), will undertake 

a Reports, Options "ee.— B. C. L., care of 4-4 } 
& Haynes, Bell Bell-yard, Temp! le. 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, 


W AND GENERAL STATIONERS, 
Les, CHANCERY LANE LONDON &.C, 


Lats Copying and Gngrossing. 

Deeds and Writings en copied on the Premises 

with punctuality an pawn at the lowest scale of 

charges. A good Discount allowed on agreed accounts 
LAW PRINTING. 

STATEMENTS OF CLAIM AND DEFENCE, AFFI- 

DAVITS, and other PLEADING, Printed at 1s. per folio. 

DEEDS, CONVEYANCES, MORTGAGES, &c., Printed 

in form for Registration. 
Discount allowed for cash on agreed accounts, 

LITHOGRAPHY. 


sete BRIEFS, PETITIONS, DRAFTS 
NUTES OF EVIDENCE, Lithographed 
at reduced prices, 


PLANS OF ESTATES, SPECIFICATIONS, BUILD 
ING SOCIETIES’ DEEDS, LEAS -, Lithographed 
with accuracy and dispatch. 


PARCHMENT AND LEGAL PAPERS 
sede Samples and Catalogues sent poat-free. 
DINNEFORD’S MAGNESIA. 
The best Remedy for 


ACIDITY of the STOMACH, HEARTBURN, HEADACHE 
GOUT and INDIGESTION, 














Children, and Infants, 


DINNEFORD’S _ MAGNESIA, 














UNTEARABLE LETTER 
COPYING BOOKS. 


(HOWARD'S PATENT.) 
1,000 Leaf Book, 5s. 6d. ; 
500 Leaf Book, 3s. 6d. 
English made. © 
THE BEST LETTER COPYING BOOK OUT. * 


WODDERSPOON & .CO., 
7, SERLE STREET, anp 1, PORTUGAL STREET, © 
LINOOLN’S INN, W.C. 4 





Br AUTHORITY, 


The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1883; 


Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the — 
shortest notice. #; 





ge OE kept in stock for immediate 
“MEMORANDA ond beaninmy wed y p Ane 4 


speedily Printer Al OnE OVIOATES, DEBENTURES, i 
OIAL SEALS 


Contain, SESS OFFIC 
&c., engrav printed, 
and executed. No Charge f ‘or 8) 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO. 


(Late ASH & FLINT), 
Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, 
49, FLEET-STREET, LONDON, E.C, (curner 
of Serjeante’ -inn). 
Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 





ESTABLISHED 1851. 7 
IRKBECK BANK.=¥|% 





FRANCOIS RAVENSOROFT, Manager, 











